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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &c. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 


HISTORY. 


CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. - & “s Geo. III. ..... By. 
os eeaenwesa of —- wes LOLG-Z 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witu. I. to 34 Geo, IL. 


1066-1760 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. ILI. 
1760-1800 


ie ee Volk. 1-te -3... 3 Gan Fe. 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) ay ee. Bee a) Cee 182] 
oe  eerrerer 41 Geo. O..22...<: 1801 — 6— 7... 3 - 1822 
== GO acdsee 42 San, Gustardctes 1802 — 8— 9... 4 -- wwe ROMS 
-- 10—11... 5 ORy any 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) an ere ay : oes Re ae 
i ae Ga ME... 10a) eet ee ai 
a (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. aC. 7 Guo. IV. ...... 1826 
a re a eee Be eee eels 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 ao 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—vontinued.) — ee ec "the 1829 
Vol. 1 & 32...44 Geo. Il....... 1803-4 — 22 to 25...11 a 1830 
— 3to 5...45 a Sensis: 1805 
— 6 & (...46 —s, Sweets 1806 Third Series. 
(THirp PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Gao. IIM....... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
: Volk I te &... ) Wah 1830-] 
(FourRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to sage Geo. IIL ...... rare (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
- a ee 1809 Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Win IV. ....., 1832 
~ BR Ee =! a OO ee 183] 
— 21 — 23...52 ae sphgads 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to ~~ # WEE BY. .-2.5 1835 
—_— | _ 83 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. IIL... 1812-13 a Se ae ian 
— 848.44 — =. 1819-44 : 
— 99 to 31...55 — 1814-15 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 a 1816 Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV........ 1835 
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— 37 — 38...58 Sees 1818 — 36— 38... 8 = saedess 1837 
a2 


Ono = 
Ca ING ws 30 





iv CHRONOLOGY OF 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
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(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 

. 194 to 198...32 VicroRIA 
199 


1868-9 


— 204 —208...34 pe 
— 209 —213...35 a 
— O14 -—917 536 ae 


| Vol. 


—203...33 —— eae 1870 | 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(TWENTY-FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 


218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 —S  - ataetts 1875 
— 227 —231...39 as ahs 1876 
— 232 —236...40 as | Pendage 1877 
— 237 —242...41 =< seeeee 1878 


— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
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(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Vicrorta  (b) 1880 
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— 94697..46 — (b) 1882 
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(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
302 to 307...49 VICTORIA (a) 1886 
(TWENTY- FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicroria  (b) 1886 


Vol. 
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Fourth Series. 
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Vol. lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT-~ cont.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Eve. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ArTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Lerd President of the Council and President of the Board of Edueation——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForstTerR, M.P. 
India Xt. Hon. St. JOHN Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer —Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty— Rt. Hon. Earl Cawbor. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade—— Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board tt. Hon. GERALD BALFouR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture tt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. WALTER Lona, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury VICTOR CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——E. G. PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
; ‘LorD BALCARREs, M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury — H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
( eng Sir — ng G.€. : , 
. ; ear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.L. 
Lords of the Admiralty—. Rear- Admiral W. H. May, M.V.0. 
| Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——ArTHUR H. LEE, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON, K.C.B., (Chief of General Staff). 
Major-General C, W. H. DouG Las (Adjutant-General). 
Major-General H. C. O. Plumer, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Council—— © Major-General Sir J. W. Murry, K.C. B. (Master Genera! of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Inspector-General of the Forces--—General H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Hon. T. H. GocHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Oftice His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice——Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uffice——Rt. Hon. Earl of DoNOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. Bonar LAw Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board —J. Grant LAwson, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Otfice—W. BROMLEY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. Sir E. CArson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
The Lord Advocate——C. ScoTT Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 

















vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 


Judge Advocate-General— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MontGomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse ——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-t. Hon. Sir SAVILE CrossLEy, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseliold ~The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

Rt. Hon. Karl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Densicu. 

Rt. Hon. Viscount Cuurcuinl, K.C.V.O. 

Rt. Hon, Harl of ErRou. 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Surrretp, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


Lords-in-Waiting —— 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 
LINLITHGOW. 

Lord Justice-General——Lorb DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspurau, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrosp, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner--—-Rt. Hon. Earl of Levey aNp MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General——E, T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Ear] of Dubey. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBoURNE. 


Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.L, W.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——Presideat : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 

Nolicitor-General——J. H. M. Camppert, Esy., K.C., M.P. 


NT 1 TCU Da Yom TOD 1 \ 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees—-—Rt. Hon. Karl of OnsLow. 
Clerk of Parliaments——-Sir Henry J. L. Grauam, K.C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuestcer, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBeErt Gray, Esq, 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Esq, 
Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symoys Jeune, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
W. H. Hamitton Gorpon, Esq. 
Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonyett; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. 
St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brppupn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronorn; H. J. F. Bapevey, Esq. ; 
C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hotnam, Esq.; E. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Tenxsxyson, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. ; 
Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 
Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. A. WorreLi, C. E.. Cuiziert, A. M. Storr, J. W. F.. Locks, 
J. McMintan, G. Bennett, G. T. Put. 
Librarian——EDMUND GossE, Esq., LL.D. 
Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butter. 
Attendant——Mr, W. WorreE-t. 














PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) vii 


Examiners for ~tg Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. Symons Jeunn, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fenn, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod ——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Butter. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent ——J. K. WiLttams, Esy. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLE k, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Sropp. 

Third Class Assistants ——Messrs. J. WooLtacort, A. A. EDNEY, I. F. Baum. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsyrn, C. CHapMay,  W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. Meares. 


Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Bae Mr. A. PALMER. 
Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

, Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gippons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Officee——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office ——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GrorGrE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower .Esq.;C. V. FRErE, Esq. 
L. T. Le MArcuHANt, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. Doy.e, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; EB C. Howe BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE West, Esq. ; HENR Y A. FERGUSON- nige Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, oj 3 
Percy A. BULL, Esq. ; F. R. WiLtraMs Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. ren Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. Daw KINS, Esq. ; R. P. CoLtoms, Esq. ; B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. SCOTT PORTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. R. Turner, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smytu, Esq.; K. J. C. 
Moorsom, Esq. ; Kh. D. RAvciivre, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esy. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., CY. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Otlice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir FE. Cuanpos Lerau, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lockron, Esq, 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. Doy.e, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esy. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk— “B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTway M AYNE, Esq. ; JOHN PoyseEr, Esq. 
Messenger-—-—Mr. JoHN EDWARDs. 

Librarian——_R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TEMPLE Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messenvers Messrs. 
A. Firmin, W. Hague. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GurNry SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G, E. BrIscoE Eyre, Esy. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LincoLn; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 
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VOLUME CiX&LIII. 


THIRD VOLUME OF SESSION, — 1905, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 15ra MARCH, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill.—-Ordered, That it 


be an instruction to the Committee on the Bill to insert the following clauses : 


The Midland Company shall, within three months after the expiration of 
each calendar year, prepare and forward to the Board of Trade a return show- 
‘ug with respect to the Londonderry section— 


(1) The capital expenditure made hy them for the period covered 
by the return. 


(2) The receipts from traffic of all descriptions, the proportionate 
receipts in respect of over-sea traffic being estimated where actual 
figures are not ascertained. 


(5) The expenses incurred in working the railway, divided under the 
heads prescribed in Table No 12 of the First Schedule to The Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1868, general or other charges applicable to 
the whole of the Midland Company’s system being estimated. 


(4) A return of working stock as prescribed by Table No. 6 of the 
said schedule, 


(5) A mileage statement as prescribed by Table No. 14 of the said 
schedule, 


(6) A train mileage statement as prescribed by Table No, 15 of 
the said schedule. 
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The first return made under this section shall cover the period of 
eighteen months ending on the thirty-first day of December, one thousand 
nine hundred and six. 


The annual returns required trom the company under Section 9 of The 
Regulation Railways Act, 1871, and Section 32 of The Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1888, shall distinguish separately the statistics relating 
to the Londonderry section, such figures as are not actually ascertained 
being estimated by the Midland Company.—-(Vr. Lough.) 


Private Bitts (Group A).—Mr. AGG-GARDNER reported from the Committee 
on Group A of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, they had 
adjourned till Friday, at a quarter past Eleven o’clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. 


PETITIONS. 


Farr Reny Courrs.—Petitions for establishment ; from Hackney ; and Wool- 
wich to lie upon the Table " ; 


Locat Avruorities (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Bi_L.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Clifton ; and West Bristol ; to lie upon the Table os = ne 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SuPpERANNUATION Act, 18&7.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
13th March, 1905, granting to Walter James Cox, Sorting Clerk and Tele- 
graphist, Coventry, a retiring allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ; 


RaILways ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill and the objects 
thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 158b]; referred to the Committee on tne 
Bill 


Army (ImpertaL YEOMANRY).—Copy presented, of Training Return of Im- 
perial Yeomanry for 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


GVUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Be.trast ReEFOoRMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS—REDUCTION OF CAPITATION 
GRran?.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long Se 4 és - a ie “a 


Water Suppty oF THe Country.—-Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson 


Damace to County Roaps ny Heavy Moror TraFric.—Question, Mr. William 
Keswick (Surrey, Epsom) : Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Tue CLARKE Estate, County Cork. Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork 
County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ee “ ae 
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MuvHYLATED Sprrir Drinking In LonponpDerry.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Devlin; Answer, Mr. Walter Long af a a sf ae sa 


VaccINATION Exemption CertiricaTes.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ae 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp’s BoarpING out OrDERS.—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ikeston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


APPOINTMENT OF SortING CLERKS AND TELEGRAPHISTS IN DUBLIN.—Question, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Uost oF ACQUIRING THE NATIONAL TELEPHONE CompaNy’s UNDERTAKING BY 
THE Post Orrice.—Question, Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London); Answer. 
Lord Stanley re wie st . : es 0% 


IRISH ORDNANCE SurvEY.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


INCREASE IN NUMBER OF ComMMISSIONERS OF LUNACY.—Question, Sir John Tuke 
(Edinburgh and St. Andrews Universities) ; Answer. Sir Robert Finlav 


Towine or Disusep Warsurps to New Bertus.—Answer, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


ALLOWANCES TO CLERKS IN THE OFFICE OF THE REGISTRAR GENERAL OF SEAMEN, 
—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish .. es es i os r = és aby a + 


ProMOTION OF AssIsTaNt CLERKS (NEW CLaAss) IN THE Custom Hovse.— 
Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. 


MoOUNTMELLICK ToWN COMMISSIONERS AND FINES ImposED AT PETTY SESSIONS. 
Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


FINES PAYABLE TO TowN Commissions.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson .. “vs a si 


IxDIA—PERMISSION FOR NATIVES TO BEAR ARMS.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick - me as 


IRELAND—UNPROTECTED Raitway Loapinc Banks For CATTLE.—Question, 
Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


IRELAND—REMUNERATION FOR JURORS FOR Loss oF TIME, ETC.—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Devlin; Answer, Mr. Walter Long o i me a 


IMMIGRANTS REFUSED ADMISSION INTO AUSTRALIA.—Question, Mr. Marks 
(Kent, Thanet) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton my ; : a 


EMIGRATION OF BRITISH AND IRISH SUBJECTS TO THE COLONIES.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent (Sheftield, Central); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law _.. ze 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


FLOATING MINES IN THE GULF OF PrE-CHI-LI.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty 
(Mr. Pretvman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


ANCHORAGE FOR DisusED VESSELS.—Question, Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman ae - % 


PorTsMOUTH CHURCH AND PARSONAGE.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hants, Fareham) 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF FoRcES—REPORT FoR 1904.—Questions, Mr. Hobhouse 
(Bristol, E.); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) . 4 a 


SoutH AFRICAN War IRREGULARITIES.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camber- 
well, N.), Captain Norton (Newington, W.), Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough), Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield), Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
hampton, E.), and Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


INDIAN AND ForEIGN Drarrs.—Question, Sir J. Dickson-Povnder (Wiltshire. 
Chippenham); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


PAUPER SoLpIERS’ PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Report on Eoyprian Strate Raitways.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.) 


NortuH Sea Incipent—Cost or THE [NQuiry.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer. Earl Percy .. 


FLoatinG Mixes IN THE GULF OF PE-CHI-LI.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Earl Perey 


st Docs In THE METROPOLIS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


OVERTIME ORDER No. 1696.—Question, Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas - 4 ies - “3 ie 


Waces 1x Post Orrice Facrory.—Question, Mr. Shackleton ; Answer, The 
Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. i 


THE Post OFFICE Factory at HoLLowAYy.—Question, Mr. Shackleton ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


Care Maits.—Question, Sir Charles McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


Wesr Arrican FisHinc Aanp CurING Sration.—Question, Mr. Crombie 
(Kincardineshire) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsay) .. jm we ‘5 
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BUSINESS OF THE Hovss (Suppty, Erc.). 


The Prime Minister and First Lord a the sii -— A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in order to comply with the 
Law the proceedings necessary to dispose of any pn pene Esti- 
mates and Vote A and Vote 1 of the Estimates for the N avy, and of the 
Ways and Means Resolutions consequential thereon, shall, if not previ- 
ously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned. 


* At half-past Five of the clock on the 21st day of March next, the Chair- 
man shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the 
Vote then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the 
Question that the total amount of the outstanding Votes for the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates be granted for the services defined 
in those Estimates, and shall also forthwith put every other Question 
necessary to dispose of those Votes : 


* As soon as the Resolutions so disposed of are reported to the House, the 
House shall forthwith resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to 
dispose of any Resolutions proposed in that Committee : 


* At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day of March next, the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of the 
Resolution then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the 
Question that the House doth agree with the Committee in all Resolu- 
tions reported in respect of the Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, 
and shall then put a like Question on the Resolution reported with re- 
spect to the Supplementary Estimates for the Army, and on the Resolu- 
tions reported with respect to Vote A and Vote | of the Estimates for 
the Navy : 


“On the consideration of the Report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the Speaker shall forthwith put the Question that the House do 
agree with the Committee in the Resolutions reported : 


And that at half-past Eleven of the clock on the 27th day of March next. 
the Speaker shall forthwith put any Question necessary to dispose of the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill; and at Seven of the 
clock on the 50th day of March next the Speaker shall forthwith put 
every Question necessary to dispose of the Third Reading of that Bill: 


‘And that the proceedings on going into Supply on the Army Estimates, 
and in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A and Vote 1 of those Esti- 
mates shall, if not previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion 
in the following manner : 


. 


* At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Motion 
that the Speaker leave the Chair on going into Supply on the Army 
Estimates. 


* At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th day of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dis spose of Vote A and 
Vote | of the Army Estimates in Committee : 


£7 
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“ At Eleven of the clock on the 50th day of March next, the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of 
the Resolutions with respect to Vote A and Vote | of the Army Esti- 
mates : 


* Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded the considera- 
tion of the Business of Supply at any sitting at which Government 
Business has precedence shall not be anticipated by a Metion for Ad- 
journment, and no dilatory Motion shall be received on proceedings on 
that Business, and the Business shall not be interrupted under any 
Standing Order : 


‘Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded no Business 
other than Business of Supply shall be taken at any sitting at whic’: 
Government Business has precedence.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) .. 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That the deb.te Le now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Asquith.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 266, (Division List No. 51.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 


Amendment proposed— 

“lo leave out trom the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ this House declines to sanction any pro- 
posal to further arbitrarily curtail discussion of Supplies and of the 
various stages of the Consolidated Fund Bill as a violation of the con- 
stitutional rights of the House.”-—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


‘ 


Question proposed, * That the words 


Mr. Claude Lowther es 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. 

Mr. T. P. O Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 
Mr. Wanklyn (Bradjord, Central) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ‘ 4 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 

Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire. W.R., Elland) 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, Mr. SpeaKER proceeded to 
interrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. Batrovr rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 249 ; Noes, 213. (Division List No. 52.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words ‘in order to’ stand part 
of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 251 ; Noes, 211. (Division List No. 53.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence 
from this Evening’s Sitting of Mr. Speaker and of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerrreys, the Deputy-Chairman, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order .. es a .. 121 


Norwicn Union Lire Insurance (Stamp Dvtiss). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That, in lieu of the Stamp Duties which would have been pay- 
able upon the deeds or assurances which, in case the Bill had not been passed 
into an Act, would have been required to pass to and vest in the Society cer- 
tain property, there be charged a Stamp Duty of five pounds, and such duty 
shall be impressed upon the copy of the intended Act to be delivered to the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies under the section of this Act the 
marginal note whereof is “‘ Copy of Act to be registered.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow... «é - - ~~ @ 
TRANsItT (IRELAND). 


Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ie xe aa ee . 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) 125 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this 
House, excessive Railway rates and defective transit facilities generally 
constitute a serious bar to the material advancement of Ireland, and should 
receive immediate attention from the Government with a view to providing 
a remedy therefor.” —(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) 


Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) oat me ee ae ee o« 329 
Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, EB.) .. Ss te na ae «+ Gl 
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Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 

Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 

Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) 

Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) . 

The Attorney-General jor Ireland (Mh a Atkinson, Londonderry, N. ) 


Question, “‘ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to. 
Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, excessive Railway rates 
and defective transit facilities generally constitute aserious bar to the material 
advancement of Ireland, and should receive immediate attention from the 
Government with a view to providing a remedy therefor. 


Souts Arrica(AuTuority or Hicu CommissioNer).—Address for “‘ Return of all 
instruments showing the nature and extent of the authority for various pur- 
poses of the High Commissioner for South Africa over and in respect of the 
several Colonies, Possessions, and Protectorates included in British South 
Africa.” —(Mr. Bryce.) 


Raltway Directors AND PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House do now 
adjourn.”—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) 

Ser John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 
Mr. Sullivan (Westmeath, S.) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) .. 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) .. 
Captain Ellice (St. Andrews Burghs) 

Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower iia Poplar 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton 

Sir Henry Kimber (Wandsworth) 


And, it being One of the clock, Mr. Deputy-Speaker adjourned the 
House without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at One o’clock a.m. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 16rx MARCH, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CuanceLtor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
= Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :— 


Great Central Railway [u.t.]—(Petition for additional Provision). 
‘The same was ordered to lie on theable zx Ke ¥% + 
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Leven’s Patent.—Petition of Andrew Mount Haes, praying for leave to intro- 
duce a Bill “ For rendering valid certain Letters Patent granted to Adolph 
Leven in respect of an invention for improvements in appliances for protec- 
tion against projectiles” ; together with a copy of the iain Bill annexed 
thereto ; read, and referred tothe Examiners .. at Py .- 157 


Clyde Navigation uaa Bill [a L.}.—A witness ordered to attend 
the Select Committee ts : : 3 -- 157 


Great Central Railway Bill [1.1.}.—(Petition for additional Provision). 
Examiners’ Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next .. “ aa i 


Formby Township Bill [u.u.].—Read 2 (according to order), and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection. 157 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [1...].—Dearne Valley Rail- 
way Bill [#.L.]; Truro Water Bill [x.L.] ; Torpoint Urban District Water Bill 
[H.L.]; Great Central Railway Bill [#.1.]; Great Central Railway (Pension 
Fund) Bill [a.1.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Stanmore be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on 
the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Lauderdale, and that the Lord 
Stanmore be Chairman of the said Committee. Read, and agreed to “a 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BiL_is.—Ordered. 


That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after Tuesday the 27th day of June next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill originating in this House 
shall be read a first time after Thursday the 11th day of May next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 27th day of June 
next. 


That when a Bill shall have passed this House with Amendments these 
orders shall not apply to any new Bill sent up from the House of Commons 
which the Chairman of Committees shall report to the House as substantially 
the same as the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any petition for a Private Bill later 
than Thursday the 11th day of May next, unless such Private Bill shall have 
been approved by the High Court of Justice ; nor any petition for a Private 
Bill approved by the High Court of Justice after Tuesday the 16th day of 
May next. 


That this House will not receive any report from the Judges upon 
petitions presented to this House for Private Bills after Tuesday the 
16th day of May next. 


Ordered, That the said orders be printed and published, and affixed on 
the doors of this House and Westminster Hall. [No. 29.] we .. 158 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY).—Training Return of Imperial Yeomanry, for 
1904. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Pusiic Recorps (INLAND REVENUE DEPARTMENT) (Estate Duty OFFice).--- 
Schedule containing a list and particulars of classes of documents in the 

Department of the Inland Revenue (Estate Duty Office), which are not con- 

i sidered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office ‘ i ise “a 


SuPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 13th March, 1905, granting a re- 
tired allowance to Walter James Cox, es clerk and —— 
Coventry ‘i 


Nationat Desr Savincs Banks AND FRIENDLY Socteries).—Account of the 
gross amount of all sums received and paid by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt on account of banks for savings and friendly 
societies in Great Britain and Ireland, from their commencement at 6th 
August, 1817, to 20th November, 1904, inclusive. 


Account of the several transactions which have taken place, during the 
year ended 20th November, 1904, in the investment of all moneys which came 
into the hands of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt 
for savings banks and friendly societies. 


Account showing the aggregate amount of the liabilities of the Govern- 


ment to the trustees of savings banks and friendly societies respectively 
on 20th November 1904, etc. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
Street Betting Bill [#.L.]—Amendment reported (according to order). 
Lord Davey 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ garden’ to insert the 
words ‘or the sea-beach.’ "—(Lord Davey.) 


' The Lord Chancellor (The Earl i ee 
; Lord James of Hereford P 
Lord Tweedmouth 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 
“ In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out the word ‘ or,’ and in line 


6, after the word ‘ garden,’ to insert the words ‘or sea-beach.’ ”— 


(Lord Davey.) 
3 The Earl of Halsbury 


On Qu>stion, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord James of Hereford 
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Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 1, page 2, line 12, after the word ‘ not’ to insert the 
words ‘ or any vacant ground open to the public, common ground not 
used for the purpose of a racecourse or adjacent thereto, or any space 
under a railway arch.’ ”°—(Lord James of Hereford.) 
The Earl of Halsbury fe a m - “s a .- 163 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


The Earl of Crewe ™ a - 2 9 7 .. 163 


Amendment moved— 


‘* After Clause 1, to insert the follow'ng new clause, ‘ Nothing con- 
tained in this Act shall apply to any ground used for the purpose of 
a racecourse or adjacent thereto on the days on which races take place.’ ” 


—(The Earl of Crewe.) 


Lord Davey ss es ais ee wa sh ar .. 164 
Earl of Crewe ws $3 me me ata ne .. 164 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read 3* on Monday next ; and to be printed asamended. (No. 30.) 
Military Manceuvres Bill [4.1.]—Amendment reported (according to order). 


The Earl of Lichfield i ¥4 ‘ea - de a -- 165 
The Under Secreta ‘y of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) .. 165 


Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 
THE CASE OF THE “ ANTILLIAN.” 


Lord Musker.y ‘er a ‘3 ‘4 i ak ke -- 165 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 168 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, THURSDAY, l6tH MARCH, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Norwicu Union Lire Insurance Society [Stamp Dutigs]. 


Resolution reported— 


“That, in lieu of the Stamp Duties which would have been payable 
upon the deeds or assurances which, in casc the Bill had not been passed into 
an Act, would have been required to pass to and vest in the Society certain 
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property, there be charged a Stamp Duty of five pounds, and such Duty 
shall be impressed upon the copy of the intended Act to be delivered to the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies under the section of this Act the 
marginal note whereof is ‘ Copy of Act to be registered.’ ” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Norwich Union 
Life Insurance Society Bill that thev have power to make provisions 
therein pursuant to the said Resolution.—(.Vr, Caldvvell) 


Private Britis (Groupe B).—Ordered, That Vivian B. Lewes do attend the 
Committee on Group B of Private Bills To-morrow, at Eleven of the clock 


SeLection (Stanpinc Committees.) Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping and Manufactures; Mr. Grant Lawson; and had appointed in 
substitution, Mr. Hare. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill; Accrington 
District Gas and Water Board Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ' vie 


Walker and Walisend Union Gas Bill. willie with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table . = 7" " sie 


Rattway Bixis (Group No. 1).—Sir Henry Kimper reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group No. | of Railway Bills; That Mr. Donal Sullivan, one of 
the members of the said Committee, was not present during the Sitting of 
the Committee this day. 


Ordered, That Mr. Donal Sullivan do attend the Committee on Tuesday, 
the 28th March, at Eleven of the clock ' 


Raitway BILts ((:roup No. 1).—Sir Henry Kimper reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group No. 1 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday, the 28th March, at 
iiieven of the clock, 


Report to lie upon the Table 
PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGE \\ITH A Deceasep Wire’s Sister Bitu.—Petition from Gloucester, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Ratine or Macetyery Briu.—Petition from Sunderland, against ; to lie upon 
the Table 
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SaLE oF Intoxicatine Liquors (SunDAy) BriiL.—Petition from Grimsby, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Biti.—Petition from East Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Mitirary Works Acts, 1897, 1899, 1901 anp 1903.—Account presented, for 
the period ended 3lst March, 1904, together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 84] ‘ 


NatrionaL Dept (Savincs BANKS AND FRIENDLY Socteties).—Annual Account 
presented, for the period ended 20th November, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table and to be printed. [No. 85] .. 


Army (ORDNANCE Factortes).—Annual Account presented, for the year 1903-4, 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 86] re os se 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CoLonEL WitutaMs’ Estate (Krixa’s Counry)—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mosqutiro-PRoor SLEEPING Rooms ror RAILWAY EMPLOYEES IN West AFRICA. 
—Question, Mr. Cath: art Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, Mr. 
Lyttelton 


CoLONIAL CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple); An- 
swer, Mr Lyttelton) 


CHINESE AND WHITE LABOUR IN THE TRANSVAAL MINES.—Question, Mr. Her- 
bert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Civit ServicE RetirrEMeNt Rvuies.—Qnestion, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, 
N.); Answer Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Pay oF OFFICERS OF InisH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. 


MemorIAL oF AssocriATION oF ASsISTANT CLERKS.—Question, Mr. Thornton 
(Clapham) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Towns SoL_p UNDER THE IrIsH LAND Act, 1903.—-Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 
St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Roya. Irish CoNSTABULARY.—STATUTORY RETIREMENT RULES FoR DIsTRICT 
AND County Inspectors.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IMPORTATION oF Docs.—Question, Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


Provision or Workine Ciass Dwe.iines In Rurav Districts.—Question Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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Lease To Kina or BELGIANS oF BAHR-EL-GHAZEL TERRITORY.—Question, 
Mr. James O’ Kelly (Roscommon, N.); Answer, Earl Percy.. - <= we 


NavaL SHootinc—ApmiraL Percy Scorr’s Inventions.—Question, Mr. 


Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 177 
RULES UNDER THE RaAILwAy EMPLOYMENT (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) 
Act, 1900.—Queston, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. 7 Ae as 34 v ibs «co RU 
SucaR CONVENTION AND GoLDEN Syrup.—Question, Mr. Harmood-Banner 
(Liverpool, Everton) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ae is ws sw ROS 
ANNUAL LEAVE IN Exeter Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Soares; Answer, Lord 
Stanley i re is - “é ¥ <4 * He >» OF 
Posta ServIcE AT GAstricaANn, NortH TrppeERARY.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N.); Answer, Lord Stanley és “i is “a .- 179 
AccDENTS TO RAILWAY SERVANTS.—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law.. ss ‘ie a a a ¥s ~3 os .. 180 
Barkine SEWER OuTFALL—CoMPULSORY ACQUIREMENT OF LAND BY THE Lon- 
pon County CounciL.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas és - ‘a - 5s a .. 180 
ADULTERATION OF WINES.—Question, Mr. Alban Gibbs (London); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ae 2 = a Bie a .. 181 
Mr. Danr’s Mission to Caput.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer. Mr. Brodrick ce 182 
Coorers Hitt Scuoor or Forestry.-—Question, Sir John Gorst (Cambridge 
University) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. on ae <i He .. 182 
County Kerry Evicrep Tenants—McCartie Estare.—Question, Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson... ce 9 a es .- 182 
Irish Tirne Rent Cuarce Repremprions—CLaim acainst Mr. Sinnorr.— 
Question Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ar .. 183 
ARMAGH TECHNICAL ScHOOL HEADMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson .. 183 
CoMPULSORY Epucation OF THE Buinp In IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Sloan; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson .... i) ae a a Se - .. 184 
Comyn Kenny AND Lonewoop Esratres.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... se Ss ne ue as .. 184 
Sourn-Arrican War—Forace Conrractrs.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, 
Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. oo Mu =e: .. 184 


South ArricAaN War—ComPrroLLteR AND AupITor-GENERAL’S DEMAND FOR 


Copies oF Stork Oonrracts.—Question, Mr. Levy; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster se sm er a ae < ae Fs .. 185 
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NIGERIAN Olvi, SERVANTS’ GRIEVANCE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel; An- 
swer, Mr Lyttelton 


ROYALTY ON CAPE CoLoNy AND TRANSVAAL DIAMONDS.—Question, Mr. Randles 
(Cumberland, Cockermouth) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


CURRENCY—INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour 


REDISTRIBUTION oF SEATS Bi~~t—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour sre 


SoutH ArricAN War Contracts—NAMEs oF ConrrRAcTors.—Question, Dr. 
Macnamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. “‘ Grarron.”’—Question, Mr. Majendie (Portsmouth); Answer, The 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) , 


GREENWICH HospiraL CHAPEL.—Question, Sir Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, sil eal Fare- 
ham) a sca - sis Ss a ; ‘ 


SOMALILAND TREATIES.—Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, §). .. 


Baku Massacres.—Question, Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ; Answer, 
Earl Percy 


Income Tax CoL_ection.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) and Mr. 
McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. 
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and Cromarty) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
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(Sheffield, Brightside); Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas oa 


UnprovvucTIve Prison Lasour.—Question, Sir Ernest Flower; Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas 


Women Inspectors or Prisons.—Question, Sir Ernest Flower; Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas 


Launpry Work IN RE tIGIous INst1ITuTIONS—PoweErs oF INSPECTION. —Ques- 
tions, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.), Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8. hw Mr. Patrick 
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NEW BILLS. 


Aged Pensioners Bill.—‘“ To provide Pensions for the Aged Deserving Poor,” 
presented by Mr. Goulding; supported by Mr. Remnant, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. Forde Ridley, and Mr. Bull; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, April 14th, and to be printed. [Bill 102.] 


Home Industries Bill.—‘ To provide for the better Regulation of Home In- 
dustries,” presented by Colonel Denny; supported by Mr. John Burns, 
Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Michael Shaw-Stewart, 
and Mr. John William Wilson; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
April 13th, and to be printed. [Bill 103.] , ; ie we 


BusINEess OF THE House (Suppiy, ETC.) 


Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That the proceedings on the adjourned 
debate on the Motion relative to Business of the House (Supply, ete.), 
do have preference over the Business of Supply this day.”—(Mr. A.J. 


Baljour.) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 271; Noes, 186. (Division List No. 54.) .. 


BusIneEss OF THE House (SupPLy, ETC.). 


Motion made, and Question put, “* That the proceedings on the adjourned 
debate on the Motion relative to Business of the House (Supply, etc.) 
if under consideration at Twelve o’clcck this night, be not interrupted 
under Standing Order (Sittings of the House), and may be entered 
upon at any hour, though opposed.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 

The House divided :—Ayes, 275; Noes, 189. (Division List No. 55.) 


BusINEss OF THE House (Suppty, ETC.). 
Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Question [15th March], 


“ That, in order to comply with the Law, the proceedings necessary to 
dispose of any Supplementary Estimates and Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Estimates for the Navy, and of the Ways and Means Resolutions con- 
sequential thereon, shall, if not previously disposed of, be brought to a 
conclusion in the manner hereinafter mentioned :— 


“ At half-past Five of the Clock on the 21st day of March next, the Chair- 
man shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Vote 
then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the Question 
that the total amount of the outstanding Votes for the Civil Service 
Supplementary Estimates be granted for the services defined in those 
Estimates, and shall also forthwith put every other Question necessary 
to dispose of those Votes. 


“As soon as the Resolutions so disposed of are reported to the House, the 
House shall forthwith resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to 
dispose of any Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 
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* At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day of March next, the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of the 
Resolution then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put 
the Question that the House doth agree with the Committee in all 
Resolutions reported in respect of the Civil Service Supplementary 
Estimates, and shall then put a like Question on the Resolution re- 
ported with respect to the Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with respect to Vote A and Vote 1 
of the Estimates for the Navy. 


“On the consideration of the Report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the Speaker shall forthwith put the Question that the House 
do agree with the Committee in the Resolutions reported. 


“ And that at half-past Eleven of the clock on the 27th day of March next 
the Speaker shall forthwith put any question necessary to dispose of 
the Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill; and at Seven of 
the clock on the 30th day of March next the Speaker shall forthwith 
put every Question necessary to dispose of the Third Reading of that 


Bill. 


* And that the proceedings on going into Supply on the Army Estimates, 
and in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A and Vote 1 of those 
Estimates shall, if not previously disposed if, be brought to a conclusion 
in the following manner :— 


* At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Motion 
that the Speaker leave the Chair on going into Supply on the Army 
Estimates. 


* At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th day of March next, the Chair- 
man shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of Vote A 
and Vote 1 of the Army Estimates in Committee. 


* At Eleven of the clock on the 50th day of March next, the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of 
the Resolutions with respect to Vote A and Vote | of the Army 
Estimates. 


* Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded the consideration 
of the Business of Supply at any Sitting at which Government Business 
has precedence shall not be anticipated by a Motion for Adjournment, 
and no dilatory Motion shall be received on proceedings on that Business, 
and the Business shall not be interrupted under any Standing Order. 


“ Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded no Business 


other than Business of Supply shall be taken at any sitting at which 
Government Business has precedence.’—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question*again” proposed. 


Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) _- re “ ke 4 «- 227 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ee ae ae ne aa ee 229 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn lines 1 and 2, to leave out the words ‘ comply with the Law,’ 
and insert the words ‘ expedite business.’ ””—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 232 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. r Ad. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) .. 234 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N ') - ot ee a -. 236 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) . ee “a is +i .. 238 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) , ‘ + sk es 2» 209 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) - .. 240 


The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ws -- 241 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, FE.) .. _ - ir vii .. 242 


Mr. Churchill (Oldham)... es or ‘2 ee ae 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Susling Burghs) ie xs - .. 244 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. é% ‘ “s as a .. 245 


Mr. Whit'ey (Halifaz) “x ig as os - - .. 245 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 242; Noes, 185. (Division List No. 56). 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. Ke - és #% .. 249 


Amendment proposed— 





“Tn line 2, to leave out the word ‘any,’ in order to insert the 


word ‘ the,’ ”’—(Mr. Dalziel.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ any’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. - ey es os ‘ + .. 251 


Mr. Whitley ie. ne < ne ne ~. 262 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, Ss.) we an ue -» 262 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland a as me . 
Mr. Churchill as cee re ae «<« bd 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 236; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 57.) 
Mr. Churchill - a “ “ > os -- 257 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 3, to leave out the words ‘ and Vote 1.’ ”— (Mr. Churchill.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘and Vote 1’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. Daze .. om es vr 7” = - ae .. 258 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ‘ vs ih ax wk ma .. 258 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 178. (Division List No. 58.) 
Mr. Whitley - ea *: ia = wa si -- 263 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, to leave out from the word ‘ of,’ to the end of the 
Question, in order to insert the words ‘not be interrupted under any 
Standing Order of the House.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words to the word ‘ Five,’ in line 6, stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr, A. J. Balfour .. ee as .- 263 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R. , Pudsey) is ed .. 264 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and. Kinross) “a a .. 265 
Mr. Churchill ‘i vs as * es x a .. 265 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ‘< ‘5 ius i = -. 267 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 59.) 
Mr. Whitley “3 , a wie oa ‘e ‘4 o 20 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn line 6, to leave out the word ‘ Five,’ in order to insert the 
word ‘ Seven.’ ”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ Five’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. A.J. Balfour .. ae ad aa we te Er ~« aL 


Mr. Whitley .. es “e és os os - ee + 
Mr. Churchill es a és es re «» Se 
Mr. John O'Connor (Kildare, N ). aa - ah ~~ -. 273 
Mr. A.J. Balfour .. " a ie i - ~. 274 


Sir H. Campbell- -Bannerman ea te ws a + .- 275 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned until 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill (sy Orprer)—{Seconp 
ReabinG ].—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) .. es - on ee oe 276 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 

Captain Jessel a ee ee os ee « 


Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S. ) oe oe “s oe -- 279 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That it be an Instruction to the 


Committee on the Bill to omit Clause 22, Part V.”—(Captain Jessel.) 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 
Mr. Benn (Devonport) 


Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets Stepney) 


Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 


Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 183 ; Noes, 177 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
Sir Henry Kimber (Wandsworth) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill to substitute, in Part VI. of the Bill, the medical 
officer of a borough council for the medical officer of the County 


Council.” —(Mr. Claude Hay.} 


(Division List No. 60.) 


Mr. Courtenay Warner seit —, 


Mr. John Burns 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts (W estminster) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 193 ; Noes, 179. 


(Division List No. 61.) 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill to omit Part XV.”— 


Mr. John Burns 

Sir Henry Kimber 

Mr. Benn ‘ 

Major Evans Gordon 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; 


Sir Edward Strachey 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That it be an Instruction to the 


Noes, 196, 


(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


(Division List No. 62.) 


Committee on the Bill to omit Clause 34.”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Mr. Claude Hay 
Mr. John Burns 
Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire, 


W.) 


Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) 


Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.) .. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Bill to omit Clause 
34.—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill, in Clause 35, Sub-clause (4), line 18, after the 
word ‘ man,’ to insert the words ‘ provided that such a condition is due to 
the wilful neglect of.’ ”°—(Mr. Gardner.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Bill, in Clause 35, 
Sub-clause 4, line 18, after the word “‘ man,” to insert the words “ pro- 
vided that such a condition is due to the wilful neglect of.”—(Mr. 
Gardner.) 


BusINESs OF THE House (Suppty, Etc.).—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [16th March] to Question [15th March], “* That, in 
order to comply with the Law, the proceedings necessary to dispose of any 
Supplementary Estimates and Vote A and Vote | of the Estimates for the 
Navy, and of the Ways and Means Resolutions consequential thereon, shall, 
if not previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion in the manner here- 
inafter mentioned :— 


* At half-past Five of the clock on the 21st day of March next, the 
Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the 
Vote then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the Question 
that the total amount of the outstanding Votes for the Civil Service Supple- 
mentary Estimates be granted for the services defined in those Estimates, 
and shall also forthwith put every other Question necessary to dispose of 
those Votes. 


** As soon as the Resolutions so disposed of are reported to the House, 
the House shall forthwith resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose 
of any Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 


* At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day of March next, the Speaker shall 
iorchwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of the 
Resolution then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the 
Question that the House doth agree with the Committee in all Resolutions re- 
ported in respect of the Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, and shall 
then put a like Question on the Resolution reported with respect to the 
Supplementary Estimates for the Army, and on the Resolutions reported 
with respect to Vote A and Vote | of the Estimates for the Navy. 


“* On the consideration of the Report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the Speaker shall forthwith put the Question that the House do agree 
with the Committee in the Resolutions reported. 


** And that at half-past Eleven of the clock on the 27th day of March 
next, the Speaker shall forthwith put any Question necessary to dispose of 
the Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill ; and at Seven of the clock 
on the 30th day of March next the Speaker shall forthwith put every 
Question necessary to dispose of the Third Reading of that Bill, 
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* And that the proceedings on going into Supply on the Army Estimates, 
ind in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A and Vote 1 of those Estimates 
shall, if not previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion in the follow- 
ing manner : 


** At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Motion that 
the Speaker leave the Chair on going into Supply on the Army Estimates. 


“At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th day of March next, the 
Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of Vote A 
and Vote 1 of the Army Kstimates in Committee. 


“At eleven of the clock on the 50th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of 
the Resolutions with respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of the Army Estimates. 


“ Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded the con- 
sideration of the Business of Supply at any Sitting at which Government 
Business has precedence shall not be anticipated by a Motion for Adjourn- 
ment, and no dilatory Motion shall be received on proceedings on that 
Business, and the Business shall not be interrupted under any Standing 


Order. 


“Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded no Busi- 
ness other than Business of Supply shall be taken at any Sitting at which 
Government Business has precedence.”’—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 
“Tn line 6, to leave out’ the word ‘ Five,’ and insert the word 


‘Seven. ”’—(Mr. Whitley.) 


’ 


Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘ Five’ stand part of the Ques- 


tion.” 
Question put, and agreed to, 
Major Seely en +s i oe os ‘i re « 2 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 32, to leave out lines 32 to 44, inclusive.”—(Major Seely.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the words 
‘Vote 1,’ in line 33, stand part of the Question.” 


Myr. A. J. Balfour .. ie ae As ~ = ae ice SEO 
Mr. Asquith es es - sg ra #6 ie ~« 310 
Mr. Churchill ss = or - a - ee . <2 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Main Question amended, in line 33, by leaving out “‘ 1” and inserting “7” ; 
in line 40, by leaving out “1” and inserting “7” ; and in line 44, by 
leaving out “1” and inserting “ 7.”—(Mr. 4. J. Balfour.) 
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Main Question put, as amended. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 208; Noes, 129. (Division List No, 63.) 


Ordered, That, in order to comply with the Law, the proceedings necessary 
to dispose of any Supplementary Estimates and Vote A and Vote 1 
of the Estimates for the Navy, and of the Ways and Means Resolu- 
tions consequential thereon, shall, if not previously disposed of, be 
brought to a conclusion in the manner hereinafter mentioned ° 


At half-past Five of the clock on the 21st day of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Vote 
then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put the Question 
that the total amount of the outstanding Votes for the Civil Service 
Supplementary Estimates be granted for the services defined in those 
Kstimates, and shall also forthwith put every other Question necessary 
to dispose of those Votes, 


As soon as the Resolutions so disposed of are reported to the House, the 
House shall forthwith resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the Chairman shall forthwith put every Question necessary to 
dispose of any Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 


At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day of March next the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of the 
Resolution then under consideration, and shall then forthwith put 
the Question that the House doth agree with the Committee in all 
Resolutions reported in respect of the Civil Service Supplementary 
Estimates, and shall then put a like Question on the Resolution re- 
ported with respect to the Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with respect to Vote A and Vote 1 
of the Estimates for the Navy. 


On the consideration of the Report from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the Question that the House do agree 
with the Committee in the Resolutions reported. 


And that at half-past Eleven of the clock on the 27th day of March next, the 
Speaker shall forthwith put any Question necessary to dispose of the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill; and at Seven of the 
clock on the 30th day of March next the Speaker shall forthwith put 
every Question necessary to dispose of the Third Reading of that Bill. 


And that the proceedings on going into Supply on the Army Estimates, 
and in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A and Vote 7 of those Esti- 
mates shall, if not previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion 
in the following manner : 


At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th day of March next the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Motion 
that the Speaker leave the Chair on going into Supply on the Army 
Estimates. 


At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th day of March next the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question necessary to disnose of Vote A and 
Vote 7 of the Army Estimates in Committee, 
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At Eleven of the clock on the 30th day of March next the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary to dispose of the Report of 
the Resolutions with respect to Vote A and Vote 7 of the Army 
Estimates. 


Until the business to which this Order relates is concluded the consideration 
of the Business of Supply at any Sitting at which Government Business 
has precedence shall not be anticipated by a Motion for Adjournment. 
and no dilatory Motion shall be received on proceedings on that Business, 
and the Business shall not be interrupted under any Standing Order. 


Until the Business to which this Order relates is concluded no Business other 
than Business of Supply shall be taken at any Sitting at which Govern- 
ment Business has precedence. 


SmaLL ARMS DEPARTMENT (ENFIELD AND SPARKBROOK). 


Address for Return showing :— 


‘“*(1) The average number of persons employed at the Small Arms De- 
partment at Enfield, and the Manufacturing Department at Sparkbrook, 
respectively, for each of the last ten vears, 1895 to 1904, inclusive; show- 
‘ng, separately, the number of the administrative and clerical staff and of 
che artisans and labourers. 


‘“*(2) The rate of wages paid to the principal classes of workmen ct 
the two Departments above-named, respectively. 


**(3) The rates of sick pay, pension allowance, or bonus, at the two 
Departments, respectively, if they differ in any way. 


(4) The price of coal at the two factories respectively, giving, if 
possible, the average price per ton per annum for the same quality for the 
last five years. 


(5) The number of small arms, whether rifles or pistols, of any kind 
turned out in each year by the two factories respectively. 


(6) The amount expended during the years 1902-3 and 1903-4 at 
Sparkbrook, in the Manufacturing Department, on new buildings, machinery, 
engines, and boilers. 


(7) The same for the Small Arms Department at Enfield. 


(8) The cost of the same class of rifle made during the last ten years 
at Enfield and Sparkbrook, respectively. 


(9) The amount of fixed charges, including rent, rates and taxes, 
contributions to, or provision for, religious worship and secular instruction, 
depreciation on buildings and machinery, interest on capital, etc., debited 
to the Small Arms Department at Enfield and to the Manufacturing De- 
partment at Sparkwood, respectively, for each of the last five years.” —(M~, 
J. Chamberlain.) j 


Mr. Whitley 


Post Ovrice Savings Banks.—Copy ordered, ‘of Statement showing the 
egyregate amount of the liabilities of the Government to depositors in 
Post Office Savings Banks on the 31st day of December, 1903, and the nature 
and amount of the securities held by the Commissioners for the reduction 
of the National Debt to meet those liabilities at that date.’—(Mr. Victor 
Cavendish) “ - an ‘th 
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AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896 (Grants To Locat AvurTHorities).—Return 
ordered, “‘ showing the amount payable to each of the local authorities in 
England and Wales who receive a share of the Annual Grant under the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896.”°—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir A. Ac'and-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) a me Ae had , 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS, FRIDAY, 17rH MARCH, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
City of London Electric Lighting Company Bill [1.1.]; East London and 


Lower Thames Electric Power Bill [.1.]. Leave given to the Select 
Committee to consolidate the Bills into one Bill 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Royat Scottish MuseumM.—Report by the Director on the Royal Scottish 
Museum, Edinburgh, for the year 1904 


EpucaTion (ScorLanD).—General Reports for the year 1904, by the Chief 
Inspectors of the Western Division of Scotland; the Southern Division 
of Scotland 


HistoricaAL Manuscripts (Roya Commission).—Report on Manuscripts in 
the Welsh language, Vol. I., Part III., and Vol. II., Part III. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


NEW BILL. 


Workmen's Compensation Bill (u.1.).—A Bill to amend and extend the 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1900. Was presented by the 
Lord Belper; read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2" on Tuesday the 
4th of April next. (No. 31) . es Pi? a " ‘i 


WorkMEn’s CompEnsATION Acts, 1897 anp 1900.—Paper showing how the 
said Acts will read as ame:.ded by the Workmen’s Compensation Bill [H.L.] 
(presented to the House this day). Ordered to be laid betore the House. 
—(The Lord Belper) 


Deck Loaps on BritisH SuIps. 


Lord Muskerry 
The Marquess of Ripon... 
The President of the Board of Trade (The Marquess of Salisbury). . 


Military Manceuvres Bill [#.1.]—Read 3° (according to order). An 
Amendment made. Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Five o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 17ra MAKOCH, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits (STANDING ORDER 62 CompPLIED wiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First heading thereof, 
Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Shropshire and Worcester- 
shire Electric Power Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed .. as os “ 8 2 “ wi a + 


PRIVATE BILis (Group B.).—Ordered, That Vivian B. Lewes do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group B. of Private Bills on Monday next, at Eleven of the clock 


Private BILis (Group D.).—Captain JessEeL reported from the Committee on 
Group D of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, they had 
adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven o’clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


PrivaTE Biiis (Group A.).—Mr. AGG-GARDNER reported from the Committee 
on Group A. of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table an a me ave a 3 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines EmpLoyMent Bitu.—Petition of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table .. 


WoMEN’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Bi_u.—Petition from Liverpool, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table . 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Historica, Manuscripts (RoyaL Commission).—Copy presented, of Report 
on Manuscripts in the Welsh Language. Vol. I., Part III., and Vol. IL, 
Part III. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table : 53 es 


Royat Scorrish Musrum.—Copy presented, of Report by the Director on the 
Royal Scottish Museum, Edinburgh, for the year 1904 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table . ae - - és ‘% ws ~ - 


EpvucatTIon (ScorLanp) (GENERAL Reports).—Copy presented, of General 
Report by the Chief Inspector of the Western Division of Scotland for the 
year 1904 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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EpucaTion (ScoTLanp) (GENERAL Reports).—Copy presented, of General 


Report by the Chief Inspector of the Southern Division of Scotland for the 
year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ee a ‘ .. 329 


SaniTARY Inspectors AND INsPECTORS OF WorKsHOPS.—Return presented, re- 
lative thereto [ordered 15th February ; Sir Charles Dilke]; to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 87] 329 
AFRICA (No. 2, 1905).—Copy presented, of Report on the possibilities of Cotton 
Growing in the East Africa Protectorate for 1904 (in continuation of No. 606, 
Miscellaneous Series) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. wis .. 329 
Post Orrick Savincs Banks.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th 
March ; Mr. Victor Cavendish]; to lie upon the Table a * .. 329 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
UNSATISFACTORY SMALL Arms AMMUNITION.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Cam- 
berwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ay a8 a ae .. 329 
Misstnc MuLres.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 330 
SoutH AFRICAN WAR SToRES.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster oe ie as Re at BA z) re a .. 330 
IntsH LANGUAGE IN THE Post OFFicE.—Question, Mr. O’Malley (Galway, 
Connemara) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : ve a .. del 
RaILway Sus-Orrices—DIsTances FROM CHIEF Post OFrFicEs.—Question, 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. .. 331 
Post OFFICE AND DistRIBUTION OF MoNEY LENDERS’ CrrcULARS.—Question, Mr. 
Marshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport) ; Answer, Lord Stanley its -. deal 
IRISH ScHoots TEACHING IRISH FRENCH AND LAaTIN.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Bel- 
fast, S.); Answer, Mr. WalterLong .. es ee ae ne .. 332 
Roya. Irish ConstaBuLary—CasE oF Heap ConstTaBLe JAMES REID.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long. . ts ea aa .- 392 
Army Esrimates.—Vote 1.—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster oe 333 
ERECTION OF Pier IN SHARFLEET CREEK—DAMAGE TO OysTER FISHERY.— 
Question, Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 333 


Jam Conrracts For SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir James Woodhouse (Hudders- 
field) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster_ .. Si we ar sts .. 334 


TRANSVAAL War ContrisuTion Loan.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, 
K.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. es a a ea ea .. 300 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE OF TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RiIveR CoLony.— 
Question, Mr. Buchanan; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. x ve -. ode 
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Coal Mines Employment Bill—{Seconp Reapine.]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid) ve na 7 ae ve .. 336 

Mr. T. Richards (Monmouthshire, W.) > es % .. 339 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Mr. Harris (Tynemouth) .. ne is ag - ve .. 346 

Celonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) ba as at ‘a co 


Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Mr. Harris.) 


Question proposed—* That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. - w ie a 
Mr. Johnson (Gateshead) .. es Kg rs “a .. 360 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge U niversity) < a - mr .. 3865 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) , a “ .. 367 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) st - “oe 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley)... 378 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. ( ‘ochrane, 

Ayrshire, N.) .. iv a as .. 387 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- Street) i o me + on 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 132. (Division List No. 64) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
for Friday next. 


NEW BILLS. 


Trust INVEsTMENT.—Bill to amend the Law as to the investment of Trust Funds 
in municipal and other similar securities, and as to the investment of any 
money which local authorities are authorised or required to invest, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir Albert Rollit and Sir James Woodhouse. 


Trust Investment Bill.—-‘‘ To amend the Law as to the investment of Trust 
Funds in municipal and other similar securities, and as to the inv estment of 
any money which local authorities are authorised or required to invest,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill LO4.] is es ‘i - ee .. 393 


Computsory Vaccination.—Bill to abolish Compulsory Vaccination, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John Rolleston. 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Levy. 


Compulsory Vaccination Bill.—‘“ To abolish Compulsory Vaccination,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 105.| .. - “ i ‘ .. 394 
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VacctnaTion (No. 2).—Bill to amend the Vaccination Laws, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John Rolleston, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Levy. 


Vaccination (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Vaccination Laws,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 106.] a ee “2 a +4 ae .. 394 


Doas (Protection). Bill for the prohibition of Experiments upor Dogs, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Ellis Griffith, Colonel Lockwood, Colonel Sandys, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Field, Mr. Tomkinson, and Mr. Weir. 


Dogs (Protection) Bill.—“ For the prohibition of Experiments upon Dogs,” 
presented, and read the first time; to he read a second time upon Friday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 107.] .. mS ie “fe ea .. 395 


Tae Pusiic Accounts Commitree.—On the Motion for the adjournment of 
the House. 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ‘és a oe .. 395 


The Parliamentary Secretary of the Treasur y Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somer- 
setshire, Wellington) .. ais ‘ wid P - .. 396 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes before Six o’clock, till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 20TH MARCH, 1905. 


Took THE Oatu.—The Earl of Darnley took the oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied with :— 

Leven’s Patent—(Petition for Bill). 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table aS re es a Sars 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill (1.1. ].—Witnesses ordered to attend on Tuesday, the 
28th instant 5c Re ar i me we as oP aw awe 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill [u.1.]—Read 2" 
(according to order), and committed. The Committee to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection - +k e rc ici . .. 3o7 


South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill (x... ].— 
The CHAIRMAN oF CommitTess informed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on the 7th instant discharged. 
and Bill committed We ‘ie ay es er a ee we 388 
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Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [u.1.]; Dearne Valley Rail- 
way Bill [u.1.}; Truro Water Bill [#.L.]; Torpoint Urban District Water 
Bill [w.1.]; Great Central Railway Bill [H.L.]; Great Central Railway 
(Pension Fund) Bill [#.1.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Hay (2. Kinnouwl) be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee onthe said Bills in the place of the Earl Beauchamp ; 
read, and agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.— Brought from the 
Commons; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


HpvcaTION (ScOTLAND).— General report by the Chief-Inspector of the Northern 
Division of Scotland, for the year 1904 


Navy (New Scueme or Navat TRAINING). SELECTION OF CANDIDATES FOR 
NoMINATION As NAVAL Capets.—Further reports of members of the Inter- 
view Committee 


Irish Lanp Commission (PRocEEDINGS).—Return for the month of January, 
1905. 


Arrica (No. 2), 1905.—Report on the possibilities of cotton-growing in the 
East Africa Protectorate for 1904 (in continuation of No. 606. .‘‘ Miscel- 
laneous Series ”’). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


WorkMEN’s Compensation Acts, 1897 aNp 1900.—Paper respecting. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Order of Friday last), and to be printed. 
(No. 32.) 

Congested Districts pica Bill i ei on a (by leave of 
the House) withdrawn ne a 


Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Bill |...].—Read 2" (according to order), and 


committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Friday next 
TRAINING COLLEGES IN SCOTLAND. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
Lord Reay sie : 
The Secretary for Scotland (The Marquess a] Linlithgow) 
The Earl of Camperdown  .. si = 
The Lord Archbishop of Cante terbury 
Lord Tweedmouth 
The Lord President of the Counc “a wail Previa nt of the Souel of Educ ution 
(The Marquess of Londonderry) ae - ae 
The Marquess of Ripon ne 
Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Bill [#.1.}—[Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. . 


The Secretary for Scotland (The Marquess of Linlithgow) 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2".”—(The Marquess of Linlithgow.) 


On Question, Bill read 2° and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Six o’clock, till To-morrow, 


half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 20TH MARCH, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Petvate Bints (StanpING OrveR 67 CompLigp wirs).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 67 has been complied with, viz :—Cork Junction 
Railways Bill -a ‘i “a - st me as «e 421 


Private Britis (STANDING ORDER 66 NoT CoMPLIED wITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 66 has not been {complied with, viz. :—Cork 
Junction Railways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee oa Standiag 
Orders 421 
Private Bitu Peririons [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT CoMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz. :—Leven’s Patent Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders... 


Dublin United Tramways Bill (By Orprer).—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. ee os a ee oy sé me ze ae Ss 


Swansea Corporation Bill.—Ordered that the Minutes of Evidence taken be- 
fore the Committee on the Swansea Improvements and Tramways Bill in 
Session 1897 be referred to the Committee on the Swansea Corporation Bill. 


—(Mr. Caldwell.) ae Se me Ee ai we me .. 421 


Accrington Corporation Bill.—Morley Corporation Bill. Reported from 
the Police and Sanitary Committee, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 

PETITIONS. 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Bi__.—Petition from Leeds, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table .. a os ‘a $s ‘i -- 423 


Liquor Trarric Locan Veto (ScoTtaNnp) Biit.—Petition from Aysrhire, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table re | ‘ 4 - ws .. 422 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


Post Orrice Savines Banxs.—Return [presented 17th March] to be printed. 
[No. 88] .. wi a “ce oF is x6 me a .. 422 


Epucation (Scortanp) GENERAL Reports.—Copy presented, of General Report 
by the Chief Inspector of the Northern Division of Scotland for the year 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. “ a .. 422 
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Irish Lanp Commission (PRocEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of January, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ve ~ 


Navy (VictuaLtting Yarp Manvuracturtna Accounts, 1903-4).— Annual 
Accounts presented, of the Cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, Victualling 
Stores, etc., at the Home Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 1903-4, 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon Lby — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 89.] - 


Navy (New Scueme or TRAINING).—Copy presented, of Further Reports of Mem - 
bers of the Interview Committees on the selection of Candidates for nomina- 
tion as Naval Cadets [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Ir1sH Lanp Act, 1903 (In1tsH LAND Commission Estates CoMMISSIONERS).— 
Copy ordered, “ of instructions issued by the Commissioners for the guidance 
of inspectors.” —(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be prirted. 
(No. 90.] a ke ae! ke ee ke Ue Oe 


East Inpia (EMPLOYMENT OF TROops ovuT oF INpIA).—Address for “‘ Return 
comprising the particulars, as follows :— 


(1) What number of British Troops, and of what arms, were taken 
from the Indian Garrison in September and October, 1899, and sent on 
service in South Africa. 


(2) How many subsequently, and what number were there at the close 
of the war. 


(3) How many and what classes of Troops were sent from India to 
China to assist in putting down the Boxer rising, rescuing members of the 
European Legations, and recovering their buildings at Pekin. 


(4) The numbers of British and Indian Troops detached from the 
Indian Garrison for service in Somaliland and East Africa. 


(5) What was the amount saved to the Military Expenditure of the 
Indian Government by the loan of these Troops and the Indian Commissariat 
Services for purposes of the Home Government in the several years of those 
transfers ; also in the aggregate.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Smatt Arms Factories (ManuractureEs).—Address for “ Return showing— 


The number of Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield rifles manufactured at 
the Royal Small Arms Factories at Enfield and Sparkbrook respectively, 
with the cost per rifle at each Factory for the vears 1890-1 and onward to 
the year ending the 31st day of March, 1903, inclusive. Also the number of 
Lee-Metford ‘and Lee-Enfield rifles manufactured at the Birmingham and 
London Small Arms Factories respectively, with the contract price of same at 
each Factory for the years 1890 and onward to the year ending the 31st day 
of March, 1903, inclusive. 


The total numbers made at each of the four Factories for the years 
named respectively, and the average cost at each Factory per rifle. 
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The number of sword bayonets for the Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield 
rifles manufactured at the Royal Small Arms Factories at Enfield and 
Sparkbrook during the same period, with the number and cost per sword 
bayonet for each year respectively, and the orders on hand and unfinished 
at the present time. 


The number of sword bayonets for the Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield 
rifles manufactured by private contract for the same period, showing cost per 
sword bayonet for each vear respectively, and orders in hand undelivered 
at the present time. 


The number of machine guns made at Enfield and Sparkbrook re- 
spectively for the years 1899 to 1904, showing tvpe and cost per gun for 
each year, and the number of guns on order and unfinished at each Factory at 
the present time. 


The number of machine guns made by private contract during the 
years 1889 onwards to 1904 respectively, showing type and cost per gun for . 
each year, with the numbers of guns on order and undelivered at the present 
time. 


The number of pistols manufactured at Enfield between the years 
1880 upwards to 1904 inclusive, showing type and cost per pistol for each 
year respectively. 


The number of pistols manufactured by private contract for the years 
1880 upwards to 1904 inclusive, showing type and cost per pistol for each 
year respectively. 


The total amount of money expended on plant for the manufacture 
of pistols at Enfield. 


The additions to building and plant at Enfield since the year 1885 up 
to the present time, and the cost for each year respectively. 


The estimated cost of the electrical power now being installed, 


The number of men employed in the machine gun department at Enfield 
for the years 1889 upward to 1904 respectively, and the number employed 
at the present time. The total amount paid in wages for each year re- 
spectively, and the amount paid in wages for the eleven months ending 
February, 1905. 


The number of men employed at Enfield and Sparkbrook respectively, 
for the years 1888 upwards to 1904, and the total amount paid in wages for 
each year during the same period at each factory. 


The number at’ present employed at Enfield and Sparkbrook respec- 
tively. 


The number of machines at present standing idle at Enfield and 
Sparkbrook respectively, and the number of machines partially employed 
at each factory. 


What is the normal capacity for output at each of the two factories, and 
what would be the capacity for output of Enfield and Sparkbrook respec- 
tively if the men were employed on three eight-hour shifts im each twenty- 
four hours, including Sundays. 
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The cost of building and plant of the Koyal Small Arms Factory now 
being built in India, and the estimated capacity for output in normal and 
three eight-hour shifts each twenty-four hours, including Sundays.”— 


(Mr. Abel Smith.) ss me os ‘Na 


Army (Penstons).—Address for “* Return of — 


(1) The number of Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, and Men who 
retired from the Army on pension (time expired only) in each of the follow- 
ing vears : 1894, 1895, 1896, 1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901, 1902, and 1903. 


(2) The average number of years of service (a) of Officers retiring on 
pension, (b) of Non-Commissioned Officers and Men retiring on pension in 
exch of the above years. 

(3) The total amount of cash paid to the above time-expired pensioners, 
namely (a) to Officers, (b)#to Non-Commissioned Officers and Men, in each of 


the above years. 


(4) The total number of pensioners deceased in each of the above 
years (a) Officers, (b) Non-Commissioned Officers and Men. 


(5) The average ages at death (a) of Officers, (b) of Non-Commissioned 
Officers and Men in each of the above years. 


6) The total cash amount disbursed in pensions, during the tenure of 
} on) 


the pension, to each deceased pensioner in each of the above years (a) to 
Officers, (b) to Non-Commissioned Officers and Men.”—(Captain Norton) .. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Duties oF LocAL AUTHORITIES AND THE Pusiic HEALTH Acts.—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ; a 


OvurT-RELIEF FOR UNDERFED CHILDREN.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derby- 
ghire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


IssuUE oF SOMALILAND GRATUITY TO NAVAL BriGADE.—Question, Mr. Reginald 
Lucas (Portsmouth); Answer, Mr. Pretyman d a 


Farr Wacrs RESOLUTION AND STEAMSHIP MAIL Contracts.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. ve os 


INJURIES TO SEAMEN.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law... 


INSPECTION OF WEIGHTS AND MerAsurES ON Boarb Suip.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law... ee, - es ais a 


Prices or Topacco SuppLtiep to Masters oF British SHIps.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law... Pe ae ia oe nt 


SALE OF Provisions FoR MERCHANT Suips.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law .. ne . "8 + a He es a 


Sramen’s DiscHarces—Casrt oF Brineston.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law oe Ae aie ome we oe es 
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FataL AccIpENTS ON ELectrririep Norra Basrern Rattway.—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


ExpLosions CausEp BY Escapinc GAs AND ELecrric CuRRENT.—Question, 
Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George's) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


\LLOWANCES TO LONDON Post Orrice ENGINEERS.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


REGULATION TO CHECK ImporRTATION OF DISEASED FrvuIT.—Question, Colonel 
Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


EMPLOYEES IN THE ORDNANCE Survey Orrice.—Question, Sir Barrington 
Simeon (Southampton) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwynr Fellowes 


SucaR Dury.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : 


BupGer FiagurES—PAYMENTS FOR OUTSTANDING CONTRACTS—ARREARS OF 
Income Tax.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain : 


NATIONAL REPERTORY THEATRE—SUGGESTED GOVERNMENT Supsipy.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


POLITICAL PENSIONS—DECLARATION OF NECESSITOUS CIRCUMSTANCES.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


Report or Income Tax Inquiry ComMitrer.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant 
(Warwickshire, Rugby) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ma ig 


BomBaYy University DeGrees.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae c sed ce ae sia 


CaLtcuTta UNIversiITy SeNaTE.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick .. oh ie a Ee ve e? = re 


ELECTION oF KILDARE PETTY Sessions CLeERK.—Question, Mr. John O’Connor 
(Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long oh cae Bac te 


Irish Enucation—AMALGAMATION OF Boys’ AND Girts’ DePARTMENTS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long Ms, 


TEACHERS AS SECRETARIES OF SCHOOL ATTENDANCE CoMMITTEES.—Question, Mr. 
Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a re mo - 


ImMpRoveD NAVIGATION OF THE RIVER SuiIr.—Question, Mr. Condon (Tipperary, 
Ki.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long wi aie os “s “a i 


Tue Iver Motor AmMBULANCE.—Question, Colonel McCalmont (Antrim, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. ws re ee we ae a 


(REATCOAT OF K1Na@’s MessENGER.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster ws - zs a i re es is 


Page 


431 


43] 


136 


456 


438 


459 


39 


re 


440 


440 


440 





xlviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Mar. 20.] 


Barrack AcctoMMopaTION IN NortH Cuina.—Question, Sir Seymour King 
Hull, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
’ ’ 


INTERCHANGE OF STORES AND PLANT BETWEEN ARMY AND Navy.—Question, Mr. 
Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


South ArricaN JAM ContTrRActs—NAMES OF CONTRACTORS.—Question, Dr. 
Macnamara ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Coote Epucation In CeYLON.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Amount SpENT IN LAND SETTLEMENT IN TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
Cotony.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, 
Mr. Lyttelton 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Civit Servants’ Pay wHILE VOLUNTEERING.—-Question, Mr. Benn (Devon- 
port); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) ae 


OBSOLETE Wark VESSELS IN THE KyLes oF Bute.—Question, Mr. Ainsworth 
(Argyllshire) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


Soutn ArricAN War ConrTracts.—Questions, Mr. Norman, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.), Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) and Mr. Maconochie, 
(Aberdeenshire, E.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) and the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 


HicHianp Ligut Inrantry.—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) and 
Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster. . 


War OrFicE PAYMENT TO THE RHODESIAN RalLway.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, KE.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THe War OFFICE AND THE WICKLOW County CouNncit.—Question, Mr. James 
O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 





Coonie Lasour IN Ranp Mrnes—ENLISTMENT AT CANTON.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) 


DissaTISFIED CooLIEs ON Boarp s.s. Courtrietp.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Indian Civin ADMINISTRATION—APPEAL RULES.—Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for 
India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Mapras PLaGuE Precautions—KvupramM OvuTBREAK.—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a we es 


Sramp Dury on Customs Bonps.—Question, Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) va “s = - si ea ‘i we 
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PENAL SERVITUDE BILL.—Question, Sir Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine) ; is ue ies vs 





ComPANIES AcTs—CoMMITTEE OF INQUIRY.—Question, Major Evans Gordon 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


LEARNERS IN ScotrisH Post OFrricEs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. < 


SHETLAND CABLE—DAMAGE BY TRAWLERS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney, Shetland) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ae a ae wa 


PuysIcaL ConDITION OF SCHOOL CHILDREN—JOHANNA STREET COUNCIL SCHOOL. 

—Questions, Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) and Dr. Macnamara ; 

Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir 
William Anson, Oxford University) 


INTER-DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON THE PHysSICAL CONDITION OF SCHOOL 
CHILDREN.—Question, Sir John Gorst and Dr. Macnamara; Answers, Sir 
William Anson .. sn i a ea a - Ze ef 


Sr. JosepH’s ScuHooLt, NYMPHSFIELD, (LOUCESTERSHIRE.—Question, Mr. 
Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Sir William Anson... ne i ‘a 


Lapigs’ GALLERY—LIGHTING ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; 
Answer, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) He 


ScortisH FisHERIES—PROTECTION aGatnst ILLEGAL TRAWLING.—Question, 
Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, 
Bridgton) as ~ és we ve ee is e oe 


Scottish County MepicaL OFFicers OF HeraLtrH.—Question, Mr. Weir; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ; ee ae ~ a3 


CrorreR HOLDINGS IN THE ISLAND oF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Scott Dickson wa “ - -_ ~ a - es 


RENTS ON THE CULLODEN Estate, Ross-sHirE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Scott Dickson ee ae ty sts is Me ans 


CROFTERS AND THE HIGHLAND DEER Forests.—Question, Mr. Lamont (Bute- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. vi we - eg. os 


Tue Scottish Fishery Boarp.—Question, Mr. Lamont; Answer, Mr. Scott 
Dickson... ss Me ae ig ta ae es re aa 


Science TEACHING IN IRISH ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, 
W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 


Lanp PurcHasE IN County LimeERICK, GASCOIGNE EsTaTE.—Questions, Mr. 
Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ‘si aw PS 
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Lanp Act ApMINISTRATION—AULES AND REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Irish LAND Act Finances.—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


hues oF Commissioners oF NationaL Epucation—INstRUCTION IN THE 
IntsH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


IrtsH Nationa ScHoot TeacHers’ EMOLUMENTS.—Question, Mr. John Camp- 
bell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


IveAGH Prrriz Motor ScoEME.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long 


Kina Harman Estate, County Roscommon.—Question, Mr. James O’ Kelly 
(Roscommon, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


TEACHERS IN IRIsH ScHoots—Errect or New huie.—Question, Mr. Fiynn ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


LisLEA NATIONAL ScHoot, Country ARMAGH.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, 
Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Hancock’s Estate, Counry RoscomMon.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 

CLarKE Estate, Country Cork.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork, 
County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


LocaL GOVERNMENT INQUIRIES—SHORTHAND WRITER'S FEES.—Question, Mr. 
Reddy (King’s County, Birr); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Mowsray’s Estate, County MonaGuan.—Question, Mr, T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


= 


CauTWELL Estatre, County Dusiin.—Question, Mr 
N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Butter Estate, County Dusiin.—Question, Mr. Clancy ; Answer, Mr. 
Welter Long 


Burson Estate, County GaLway.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘in “ 6 es - - 


STroKESTOWN District INSPECTOR OF PoLicE.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Ros- 


common, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


IrtsH Civin Service—‘‘ Junior Cierks.’”’—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


Newrort District (Mayo) Potice SurGEON —Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Scucot TEacuers’ Pay—Newry Memoriat.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down 
8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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HowtH Harpour Drepcine Operations.—Question, Mr. Clancy ; Answer, 
The Financia! Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) : ae 

J-BLIN Port AND Docks—DockMasTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


BALLINA Post Orrice Starr.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley ? a : 


HIGHER EpucaTiIon IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Clancy, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.), and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


hiscAL REFORM—INDIA AND THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. 
Runciman (Dewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ee 

MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled “ An Act 
to amend The Military Manceuvres Act, 1897.” [Military Manceuvres 
Bill [Lords] 


NEW BILLS. 


Leaseholders (Purchase of Fee Simple) Bill.—‘ To give facilities to Lease- 
holders for the purchase of the Fee Simple of their holdings,” presented by 
Mr. Kearley ; supported by Mr. Channing, Mr. Whiteley, Mr. Field, Mr. 
M‘Arthur, and Mr. Benn; to be read a second time upon Monday, 5th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 108] 

Allotments (London) Bill.—‘‘ To facilitate the provisions of Allotments | y 
the London County Council,” presented by Mr. Benn; supported by Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. Crooks, Dr. Macnamara, and Mr. Lough; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next and to be printed. [Bill 109] ee 


Suppty [2np ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chait}. 


Civit Services AND REVENUE Departments Estimates, 1905-6 (VoTE oN 
AccounT).—Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not 
exceeding £21,500,000, be granted to His Majesty, on account, for or towards 
defraying the Charges for the following Civil Services and Revenue De- 
partments for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, viz. :— 


CiviL SERVICES. 
Crass III. 


Ireland :- - 
Land Commission - ey os eas, 7,000 


Crass IT. 
United Kingdom and England:— 


Colonial Office : - : . : - - 25,U00 
Local Government Board - - . - - - 86,000 
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Ciass I. 


Royal Palaces - - : : - - 
Osborne - - : - - - - 
Poyal Parks and Pleasure Gardens - - 
Houses of Parliament Buildings - -~— - 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain - 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings - 
Revenue Buildings - - - - 
Public Buildings, Great Britain - - 
Surveys of the United Kingdom -~ - 
Harbours under the Board of Trade 
’eterhead Harbour 

tates on Government — 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland 
Railways, Ireland - - - 


Crass IT. 


United Kingdom and England :—- 


House of Lords Offices —- - 

House of Commons Offices - - 

Treasury and Subordinate aemaenel 

Home Office - - - - 

Foreign Office - - . 

Privy Council Office, etc. * ; : . 
Board of Trade : - - : - - 
Mercantile Marine Services’ - 

Bankruptcy Department of the Board ah Trade 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries - 
Charity Commission - - - - 
Civil Service Commission - 

Exchequer and Audit Department 
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Lunacy Commission : - : 
Mint (including Coinage) : 

National Debt Office - - - - - - 
Public Record Office - - : : - : 
Public Works Loan Commission - - - : 
Registrar-General’s Office - - - - : 
Stationery and Printing - - ° - 
Woods, Forests, etc., Office of - - . . 
Works and Public Buildings, me of - : : 


Secret Service - 


Scotland :— 


Secretary for Scotland, Office of 

Fishery Board - - - 

Lunacy Commission - 
Registrar-General’s Office 

Local Government Board - - : 
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Lord-Lieutenant’s Household ie me 
Chief Secretary for freland  - - - : - . 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction —- 
Charitable Donations and Bequests Office ee Ss 
Local Government Board - « - 
Public Record Office - - - : : , 
Public Works Office - - - - - . - 
Registrar-General’s Office - - . 
Valuation and Boundary Survey - - ° . 


Cuass LIL. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges” - - - : : - - - 
Miscellaneovs Legal Expenses - - - 
Supreme Court of Judicature 

Land Registry - - - 
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Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum : - - 


Scotland :— 


Law Charges and Courts of Law - - - . - 
Register House, Edinburgh - - - - - 
Crofters Commission, Scotland - - - - - 
Prisons, Scotland - - : - - - - 


Ireland :— 
Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions : . - 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and other na Papen : 
County Courts Officers, etc. - - - 


Dublin Metropolitan Police -~— - - : - - 
Royal Irish Constabulary a 
Prisons, Ireland = - - - - 
Reformatory and Industrial Siiaele. - - 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum - 5 ee 


Pe i eta Cuass IV,’ 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Board of Education - se 

British Museum - - - - - - 

National Gallery - - - - - 

National Portrait Gallery - - 

Wallace Collection : - - - - 
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Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 

Education, Wales “ae - ; 
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Miscellaneous Expenses : 
Repayments to the Local Loans F wd: 
Ireland Development Grant - - 


Visit of Their Royal enone the Prince and Princess of 


Wales to India” - ‘ . 


Total for Civil Services - 


Mar, 29.) 
Scotland :— 
£ 
Public Education — - - - = : = 770,000 
National Gallery — - - - - “ 5,000 
Treland :— 
Public Education - — - - ee ee = 760,000 
Endowed Schools Commissioners : - - 400 
National Gallery = - - - - . ° . 2,500 
Queen’s Colleges = - - - - - - 2,500 
Crass V, 
Diplomatic and Consular Services : - - - 250,000 
Colonial Services - - - - - - 995,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable . 30,000 
Cyprus (Grant in Aid) - - - © = = = 15,000 
Cuass VI, 
Superannuation and Retired Allowances - = 800,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, ete. 1,500 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances - - 1,000 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland — - - - . ° 17,000 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiencies _ - -_ o—— 
Crass VIL. 
Temporary Commissions - : : - : : 20,000 
- - - - 14,587 


= - - 100,000 


- - £14,070,000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS, 


Customs - : : - 
Inland ices - 

Post Office - - ; 

Post Office Packet Service . 
Post Office Telegraphs - - - 


Total for Revenue Departments - 


Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) 


- : = 350,000 
- - - 830,000 
- - - 3,800,000 
- - - 250,000 
- - - 2,200,000 
- + = £7,430,000 


Grand Total £21,500,000,” 
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We 
Motion made and Question put, “ That Item, Class 3, Vote 16 (Irish Land 
Comm'ssion), be reduced by £100,”—(Mr. Blake.) 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) .. - “ re a .- 492 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) a i ar re Bs -, Ol 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donega’, 8S.) .. me oe be ie . oo 
The Chief Secretary for Ire'and (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) .. ~.« 309 
Mr Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) es mr - - ” .. O14 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, N.) a a ae ae 3 << od 
Mr Charles Craig (Antrim, S.) wn ae im me ite .. 9522 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. i ae a x 526 
Mr. Wood (Down, E.) a o ~» O20 
Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s C ounty, Tullamore) Wi 23 wa .. 928 
Yr, John Campbell (Armagh, 8S.) .. . a a eee .. ddl 


stion put, 
‘The Committee divided :—Aves, 150; Noes, 224. (Division List No. 65.) 


Original Question again proposed, 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill.—{By Orper.|.—Read a second time, and 
committed .. ~ se me a si oe .- O37 


Surety [2np Attotrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Cheir.] 
“ivin Services aND ReveNve Departments Estimates, 1905-6 (VoTE on 
AccouNnT).—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £21,500,000, be granted to His Majesty, on account, for or towards 


defraying the Charges for the following Civil Services and Revenue Depart- 
ments for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, viz. :— 


CtvIL SERVICES. 


Crass Il. 
Treland :— 


Land Commission - : 70,000 


Crass" Ii. 


United Kingdom and England :— 
Colonial Office — - o . - - 25,000 
Loeal Government Board E 86 000 
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Scotland :-- 


Public Education 
National Gallery 


' 
' 
‘ 
‘ 


Treland :— 


Public Education 
Endowed Schools Commissioners 
National Gallery - - - 
Queen’s Colleges - - 


Crass V. 


Diplomatic and Consular Services — - - - 
Colonial Services - - : - - 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable : _ 
Cyprus (Grant in Aid) — - - - . 


Crass VI. 


Superannuation and Retired Allowances - - - 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, &c.  - - 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland : ° ‘ 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiencies 


Cuass VII. 


Temporary Commissions - - . - . 
Miscellaneous Expenses - : - - - 
Repayments to the Local Loans Fund — - - : 
Treland Development Grant — - - - : : 
Visit of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of 
Wales to India - - . . - ' 


- 760,000 


£ 


: 770,000 
- 5,000 


400 
2,500 
2,500 


- 250,000 
- 595,000 
? 35.000 


- 45,000 


- 300,000 


. 1,500 
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£7,430,000 








£21,500,000 





if age 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. lix 
Mar. 20.] Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item, Class 2, Vote 6 (Colonial 
Office), be reduced by £100.” (Mr. McCrae.) 


Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) Ks ave “4 She ie .. DAT 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.) .. Yr es wy ~ .. 550 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ee = a my .. 5d2 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) as ne i «s = 3 D4 
Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol, W.) DOD 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) os re - e .. 370 
Mr. Lyttelton “i ‘im - ie wi bs bis .. O71 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) es Y - i .. 573 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) és . ~ ee .. d74 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of Standing 
Order No. 15, to put forthwith the Question necessary to dispose of the 
Vote. 


Question put, “ That Item, Class 2 Vote 6 (Colonial Office), be reduced by 
£100. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 143; Noes, 206. (Division List No. 66.) 
Original Question put— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 200; Noes, 15%. (Division List No. 67.) 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Wednesday ; Committee to sit again to- 
morrow. 


TrapE Marks Biiu.—Read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee. 581 


Pusiic Accounts CommItTre.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
the Committee of Public Accounts do consist of Fifteen Members.” 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of, Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr. 
Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. 
Cohen, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon, Sir Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Robert 
Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. Yerburgh 


That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers and records. 


“That Five be the quorum.”—(S/r A. Acland-Hood.) 


Dr. Macnamara - ces ae oh = vr .« 982 
Sir A. Acland-Hood : Pas ee ; e oe .. 58] 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Committee of Public Accounts do consist of Fifteen 
Members. 
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The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr. 
Blake, Mr. Gibson-Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. 
Cohen, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon, Sir Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir Robert 
Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. Yerburgh. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


NEW BILLS. 


NuRSES AND PrivaTE Nursinec Homes (REGIsTRaTION).—Bill to provide for the 
better training and registration of Nurses and for the voluntary registration 
of Private Nursing Homes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Claude Hay, Sir 
Arthur Bignold, and Mr. H. D. Green 


Nurses and Private Nursing Homes (Registration) Bill.—‘ To provide for 
the better training and registration of Nurses, and for the voluntary registra- 
tion of Private Nursing Homes,” presented accordingly, ard read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 110] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 


SoMALILAND.— Question, Colonel Legge (St. Georges, Hanover Square) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.) 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One o’Clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 2Isr MARCH, 1905. 


Sat First.—The Earl of Devon sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
grandfather , 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [u...].—A Bill to dissolve the marriage of Alice Edith 
Donovan, the wife of Daniel Augustine Donovan, with the said Daniel 
Augustine Donovan, and to enable her to marry again, and for other purposes. 
Presented (on petition), and a copy of the proceedings in, and of the Decree 
of Divorce of, the King’s Bench Division (Matrimonial) ‘of the _ Court 
of Justice in Treland, delivered (on oath) ; Bill read 1°. ae Hs 


Donovan’s Divorce BI [H.L.].—Petition of Alice Edith Donovan praying that 
a duly attested copy of the Bill may be transmitted by registered letter to 
Messrs. Lawrence Jones and Company, of Cape Coast Castle, Solicitors, and 
that the attendance of a representative of the said Messrs. Lawrence Jones and 
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Company before this House to prove personal service of the copy of the Bill, 
notice of Second Reading, and of the usual orders of this House on the said 
Daniel Augustine Donovan may be dispensed with, and that an affidavit of a 
representative of the said Messrs. Lawrence Jones and Company, carrying on 
business at Cape Coast Castle, of such personal service sworn before a District 
Commissioner of the Gold Coast may be deemed to be good and sufficient 
proof of such service. Presented, and ordered to be taken into consideration 
on Friday next 


Tho Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have rot beer complied with— 

Malvern Water. The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


S1ANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petition for additional provision in the 
Great Central Railway Bill [H.u.]. ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to the Committee on the Bill to insert the additional provision .. ‘ 
Read, and agreed to. 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill [#.1.].—Read 2" (according 
to order), and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection .. = s4 e a 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [u.1.].—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
on the 6th and 7th instant, discharged, and Bill committed 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [..]; Tralee Urban District Council Bill [x.1 ] ; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill [H L.]; Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads Bill [x.L.]; Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments ‘ 3 ae ne as a 


Entre Rios Railways Bill [#.1.]; Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [x.L.]; 
Hast ngs Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill [H.1.]. Reported, 
without Amendment ss as as ei By as ¥ 


Clyde Navigation Bill [u.L.}; Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [#.1.] ; 
Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [#.L.]; Barry Railway Bill [H.1.]; Cardiff 
Railway Bill [H.L.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; Leeds and Liverpool 
Canal Bill [H.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl 
of Drogheda be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee 
on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Monson ; read, and agreed to 


aw _ Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—To be printed. 
(No. 33.) .. ns re ae ae ars Be “¢ me ae 


PETITIONS. 


Sunpay Cxosine (Suops) BiLt [H.L.].—Petition in favour of ; of Bradford Trades 
Unionists ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





Trapr Reports (ANNUAL SeERIEs).—No. 3329. Servia: Presented (by command 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 





Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill [1#...].—Read 5* (according to order), 
and passed, and sen to the Commons. 
Prevention of Corruption Bill |u.1.].—House in Committee (according to 
order 
|The Earl of Onstow in the Chair.] \ 
Clause 1, 
Lord James of Hereford ‘a 9 26 su i e -» OB 
1 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 2, line 11, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the 
paragraphs— 
. ’ T 
& *(4) In any prosecution under this Act evidence shall not be 
admissible to show that any such gift or consideration as is mentioned 
in this section is customary in any trade or calling. 
*(5) For the purposes of this Act where it is shown that any such 
gift or consideration as in this section mentioned has been taken, given, 
or offered without the assent of the principal, the burden of proving 
that such gift or consideration was not taken, given, or offered corruptly 
shall lie on the accused.’ ”’—(Lord James of Hereford.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl ania Hals bury) = re es .. 588 
Lord Avebury ; me 2.0 bol 
Lord James of Hereford - Ne se oe ies - .. 592 
The Earl of Halsbury “ - = es - me .. 692 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn, 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Lord James of Hereford... ‘cs oa o3 - a .. 593 
Amendment moved— 
**To leave out sub-section (1) of Clause 2.°--(Lord James of 
Hereford.) 
Lord Avebury ‘ as es ei an ee - .. 504 
Tle Earl of Ha’sbury me a 3 8 oe ae .. 595 DP 
Lord Davy... ae ae Se pa ae ae «O00 
Lord James of Hereford Be ey = es os wre .. 597 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn, 
Clause 2 agreed to. 
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Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 

Lord Muskerry we ie ‘a ‘3 a re ‘ .- 597 
Clause 4 agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Marriep Women’s Property Act (1882) AMENDMENT Bitt [H.L.]; Prize 
Courts Britt [H.L.]; Nava Prize Biti [x.L.].—House in Committee 
(according to order); Bills reported without Amendment; and re-com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee... ce es - is .. 599 


Tur CASE OF THE S.S, ** Baron INNERDALE.”’ 


Lord Muskerry ‘ «« 588 
The Under-Secretary of State jor India (The Marquess of Bath) . oe «- O89 


‘Tur NAVY AND THE ADMIRALTY, 


Earl Spencer i xa ei i ss i a .. 600 


Moved, for Returns showing (1) numbers of nucleus crews at present borne 
in each battleship, cruiser, and torpedo vessel of the Fleet in commission 
and reserve ; number of crew when complete for war in each ship; 
number of special ratings now actually borne and when complete for 
war. (2) Amounts actually os ynded in current financial vear out 
of the amounts shown in the N avy Estimates for 1904-5 as to be ex- 
pended on repairs and refits for the “ Collingwood,” “ Pallas,’ and 
other ships since struck off the effective 1 Spencer.) 





Viscount Goschen on = .. 609 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) aa “ .. G14 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at half-past Seven o’clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten o’clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 2lst MARCH, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Private BILts (STANDING ORDER 63 CompLiep witH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order 63 has been complied with, viz. :—London United Tram- 
ways (Extension of Time) Bill, 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. bs ae oe os O27 
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Prvate Brut Peririoys (STANDING OrpeRS Not CompPLinD witH).—Mr. 
SpEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Malvern Water. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders 


Raitway Brits (Grour No. 5).—Mr. Compton Ricketr reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 5 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of 
Parties, they had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table 

South Metropolitan Gas Bull.—R sisi with Amendments ; Report to 

lie upon the Table - ex aie ‘i wie 
PETITION, 


Svear Tax.—Petition from London, for repeal ; to lie upon the Table.. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No, 3329 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table és “s 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Licut at OysTER IsLanp, SLIGo.—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law . ; 


IrtsH Liguts TENDER “ ALEXANDRA.”’—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Sectorinc oF Lieut at RoANncarRIG.—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur: 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. as ts Re o = oe 
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te 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 


3 
(In the Committee.) 
4 [Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Crvin Services (SuppLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1904-5. Crass IIL. 
4 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a Supplementary sum, not 

exceeding £12,000, be granted to Ilis Majesty. to defray the Charge 
iH) which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ments of the Solicitor for the Affairs of His Majesty’s Treasury, King’s 
56 Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of Prosecutions, 
and other legal Proceedings.” 


56 Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item BB (Criminal 
Prosecutions not undertaken by the Director of Public Prosecutions) 
be reduced by £200.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. aa a .. 670 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs)  .. “i << 
67 The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay. Inverness Burghs) aig .- 672 


Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) .. , : ea es «s .. 675 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; Noes, 237. (Division List No. 68.) 


Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Lough - ve 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item BBB (Compensations 
for Wrongful Imprisonment) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) .. ss se sh 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers- Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's ; = ve ve ee ae 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N. W. ) 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 16th March, proceeded to put the Questions 
necessary to dispose of the Vote under consideration. 


Question put, “‘ That Item BBB (Compensations for Wrongful Imprison- 
ment) be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 257. (Division List No. 6%.) 


Original Question put, “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £12,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 
1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Departments of the Solicitor 
for the affairs of His Majesty’s Treasury, King’s Proctor, and Director 
of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of Prosecutions, and other Legal 
Proceedings.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257; Noes, 209. (Division List No. 70.) 


The Chairman, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 16th March, then 
proceeded to put forthwith the Question, “ That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £65,930, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1905, for Expenditure on the following Services in- 
cluded in the Civil Services Supplementary Estimates, 1904-5. 


Crass IT. £ 
County Courts - ~ . - - 10 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Soiled - - - 860 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum, Ireland - - - 60 
Crass IV. 
Scientific Investigations, etc. - - - - - 9,000 
Cass V 
Protectorates 2 Z 2 : , : : - 54,000 


£63,950 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 262; Noes, 207. (Divisior List No. 71.) 


Question put, “ That the Chairman do report these Resolutions to the 
House ” 


The Committee divided :—Aryes, 256 ; Noes, 205. (Division List No, 72.) 


Resolutions to be reported upon Thursday; Committee to sit again 
To-morrow. 


Ways AND MEaNs. 
Considered in Committce. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


The Chairman, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 16th March, put 
forthwith the Questions— 


1. “ That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1905, the sum 
of £626,630 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261; Noes, 202. (Division List No. 73.) 


2. “ That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the vear ending on the 5ist day of March, 1906, the sum 
of £28,172,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 251; Noes, 201. (Division List No. 74.) } 
“That the Chairman do Report these Resolutions to the House.” 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 196. (Division List No. 75.) 


Resolutions to be reported upon Thursday; Committee to sit again 
To-morrow. 


Supply Marcu ‘8ru. 
Resolution reported. 


Army SuppLeEMENTARY Estimate, 1904-5 (SoMALILAND).—That¥a Supple- 
mentary sum, not exceeding £550,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1905, for additional Expenditure in respect of the 
following Army services, viz. :—- 


e 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army - - . - » 985,000 
» 2. Medical Establishments, Pay, ete. : : - 21,000 
, 6. Transport and Remounts — - - - . - 265,000 
.. 7. Provisions, Forage, and other supplies - - - 260,000 


12. Miscellaneous Effective Services - - -. 2,000 


os 
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Vote 14. Retired Pay, Half-Pay, and other non-effective- 
charges for Ofticers, etc. - - - - - 1,000 

,, 15. Pensions and other nor-effective charges for Warrart 

Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, Men, and 
‘ others - - - - - - : 2,000 


1,536,000 


Less Surpluses on other Votes - - 3 - - 386,000 

ee « 1,150,000 
= Deduct Excess Appropriations in Aid - : - 600,000 
£550,000 


Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 
And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, Further Consideration of the 


Resolution stood adjourned. 


Resolution to be further considered To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
NortH Eastern Rat.way Biut [By Orper].—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 
Mr. Bell (Derby) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill to leave out Clause 37.”—(Mr. Bell.) 


Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick) 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Whitley (Halifar) 

Sir Edward Grey ae a5 te 

Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) 

Mr. Atherley-J ones (Durham, N.W.) 

Mr. Whitley ee Pe - 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) 

Mr. Lloyd Wharton (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon) 
Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mipianp Ratitway Bitt [By Orper].—Read a second time, and committed. 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to whom the Bill is referred that they limit the provisions of 
Clause 22 to omnibuses, coaches, cars, and other road vehicles convey- 
ing persons, luggage, parcels, and goods to and from the company’s 
i railway stations.”—(Mr. Whitley). 


Sir Charles Renshaw 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill (By Orper).—|Seconp 
Reapine].—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) .. ‘ss i +s ee ~. 145 


Amendment proposed—- 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Sir William Tomlinson.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Str Edward Grey (Northumberland, Beru ick) re a we << = 
Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool Exchange) va i a .. TT 


¢ Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Great Western Railway (Additional ania Bill (By OrprR).—Read a 
second time, and committed. .. oe 747 


Irish Lanp Act, 1903. 


Mr. Ffrench (Werford, 8.) .. - me “ - ied cc 
Mr. Kilbrid (Kildare, 8) ee os i a wie - .. 753 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House is of opinion that 
the system of limits within which the Estates Commissioners are 
obliged to advance the prices of farms in Ireland without inquiring 
as to the sufficiency of the security has had an effect disastrous to the 
interests of the tenant farmers, and the general ratepayers of Ireland ; 
and that the Land Act of 1903 has utterly failed to effect one of its 
main objects in remedying the congestion of the population in certain 
districts of Ireland, and providing the people with economic holdings ; 
and that this failure can only be remedied by the grant of compulsory 
powers to the Estates Commissioners and the Congested Districts 
Board for the purchase of estates declared by them to be congested 
estates, and of untenanted lands necessary for the relief of congestion.” 


(Mr. Ffrench.) 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland — Walter dei Bristol, 8S.) .. .. 764 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, S.) , rs «« tha 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 104; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 76.) 


Adjourned at thirteen minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 22np MARCH, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts (Group C).—Mr. Stevenson reported from the Committee on 
Group C of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned until Friday, at Twelve of the Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 
London Gas Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Gas Light and Coke, South Metropolitan, and Commercial Gas Companies 
Bill.—Reported [Preamble not proved] ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Bread (London) Bill. en seme not aie Report to 
lie upon the Table .. ee i . 


PETITIONS. 


House Lerrine (Scortanp) Britt.—Petitions against; from Falkirk ; and 
Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table . 


TLanps Vacation (Scortanp) Fiti.—Petition from lasgow, against ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Local AUTHORITIFS (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) BiLL.—Petition from Aylesbury, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Norra Sra [nctpENT.—Copy presented, of Reports thereon by the Commissioners 
appointed by the Board of Trade, with covering Memorandum by Sir Francis 
Hopwood, K.C.B., C.M.G., Permanent Secretary to the Board of Trade 
[by Command] : to lie upon the Table es ae a oe 


Army CLotTuina Factory.—Annua! Account presented, of the Royal Army 
Clothing Factory for the year 1903-4, with Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 91.] 


National GALLERY, Erc, (Scottanp).—Copy presente od, of Eleventh Annual 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland by the Commissioners and Trustees o! 
the Board of Manufactures in Scotland, bein for the year ending 50th 
September, 1904 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housr.—Irish Land Com- 
mission (Account). Copy of Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
upon the Account of the Irish Land Commission for the year ended 31st 
March, 1904 [by Act]; to be printed. , No. 92.] 
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Supp.y [20TH Marca}. 


Resolution reported. 


Ixxix 


Crvit Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates 1905-6 (VoTE oN 
AccounT).—‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £21,500,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, on account, for or towards defraying the Charges for the following 
Civil Services and Revenue eens for the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1906, viz. 


CivIL SERVICES. 


Crass III 


freland :— 
Land Commission - - a ‘a 


Crass II. 


United Kingdom and magead — 


Colonial Office - - - 
Local Government Board - - 
Crass I. 


Royal Palaces - - - - - 
Osborne - - - : - 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 
Houses of Parliament Buildings 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great 


Britain 


Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain 


Diplomatic and Consular Buildings 

Revenue Buildings - - - 
Public Buildings, Great Britain - 
Surveys of the United Kingdom - 
Harbours under the Board of Trade 

Peterhead Harbour - - - 
Rates on Government Property - 
Public Works and Buildings, Ireland 
Railways, Ireland - - - 


Crass II. 


United Kingdom and England :— 
House of Lords (Offices - - - 
House of Commons Ofices - - 


Treasury and Subordinate is asinine : 


Home Office - - - - 
Foreign Office : - - - 
Privy Council Office, ete. - - 
Board of Trade - - - . 
Mercantile Marine Services - . 
Bankruptcy Department of the Board 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 

Charity Commission - : . 
Civil Service Commission - - 
Exchequer and Audit Department 

Friendly Societies Registry - 
Lunacy Commission - - 
Mint (including Coinage) . - 
National Debt Office - - - 


of Trade 


£70,009 


25,000 
86,000 


26,000 
7,000 
43,000 
25,000 
33,000 
15,0000 
54,000 
200,000 
180,000 
90,000 
8,000 
10,000 
260,000 
110,000 
35,000 


7.000 
15,000 
40,000 
56,000 
25,000 

3,000 
85,006 
39,000 

3 
5D,O0) 
15,000 
17,000 
25,000 

3,000 

5,000 

5 

6,000 


Page 
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Public Record Office - - 
Public Works Loan Commission 
Registrar-General’s Office - 
Stationery and Printing - 
Woods, Forests, etc., Office of 


Works and Public Buildings, Office of 
Seciet Service . - 


Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland, Office of 
Fishery Board - - : 
Lunacy Commission - - 
Registrar-General’s Oftice . 
Local Government Board - 


Ireland :— 


Lord-Lieutenant’s Household 
Chief Secretary for Ireland — - 


Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 


Charitable Donations and Bequests vanes 


Local Government Board - 
Public Record Office - - 
Public Works Office - - 
Registrar-General’s Office - 
Valuation and Boundary Survey 


Crass ITI. 


United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges - - - 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses - 
Supreme Court of Judicature 
Land Registry - - 
County Courts - - - 
Police, England and Wales — - 
Prisons, England and the Colonies 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain - 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Scotland :—- 
Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, Edinburgh — - 
Crofters’ Commission, Scotland 
Prisons, Scotland - - 


Treland :— 


Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions - 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and other Legal Departments 
g I 


County Court Officers, etc. ° 
Dublin Metropolitan Police — - 
Royal Irish Constabulary - 
Frisons, Ireland - - - 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Page 


10,000 
5 
17,000 
330,000 
8,000 
30,000 
40,000 


25,000 
5,000 
35.000 
2 OOO 
5,000 


2,000 
12,000 
80,000 

1,000 
27,000 

2,000 
17,000 

5,000 

6,000 


40,000 
28,000 
140,000 
18,000 
2.000 
13.000 
350,000 
130,000 
12,000 


30,000 
15,000 

2,000 
37,000 


32,000 
45,000 
45,000 
60,000 
600.000 
54,000 
55,000 
3,900 
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Crass IV. 
United Kingdom and England :—- 
Board of Education - : - - - - 
British Museum - - - - - - - 
National Gallery - - - - - - 
National Portrait Gallery - - - : 
Wallace Collection - - - - - - 
Scientific Investigation, etc., United Kingdom - 


Ixxxi 


£ 


7,000,000 
70,000 

- 10,000 
- 3,000 
- 3,000 
- 24,000 


Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Intermediate 


Education, Wales — - X : = E 3 
Scotland :—- 


Public Education — - a . i : E 
National Gallery e 4 : ‘ 2 , 


Ireland :— 


Public Education — - - - - - . - 
Endowed Schools Commissioners - - - - 
National Gallery - - - - - : - 
Queen’s Colleges - - . - - - - 


Crass V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services - - - : 
Colonial Services — - - - - - - - 
Telegraph Subsidies and Pacific Cable 
Cyprus (Grant in Aid) — - - - - - - 


Crass VI. 


Superannuation and Retired Allowances : - 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, etc. - - - 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances - 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland - - - 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiencies + 


Crass VII. 


Temporary Commissions - - - - - 
Miscellaneous Expenses - - . : 
Repayments to the Local Loans Fund — - - - 
Ireland Development Grant - - - - - 
Visit of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess 
Wales to India - - - : : - 


Total for Civil Services 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs : s 5 = : é s a 
Inland Revenue - : . 2 2 : ss 
Post Office - - 2 “ - 2 ‘ zy 
Post Office Packet Service - : - - - 
Post Office Telegraphs — - - . - : - 
Total for Revenue Departments : - : 
Grand Total - - a = _ 


VOL. CXLII. [Founru Series. | f 


- 60,000 


Ss 770,000 
- 5,000 


- 760,000 
- 400 
. 2,500 
- 2,500 


- 250,000 
- 595,000 
- 35,000 
. 15,000 


- 300,000 


- 1,500 
- 1,000 
- 17,000 
- 20,000 
- 14,587 
- 100,000 
of 
£14,700,000 


- £350,000 
- 830,000 
- 3,800,000 
- 250,000 

2,200,000 


- £7,430,000 





£21,500,000 
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Resolution read a second time. 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) - ne vs ws « 88 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) és - es + ws o- 8 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘ £21,500,000’ and insert ‘ £21,499,000 ’ ”—( Major 
Seely)—“ instead thereof.” 
Question proposed, “ That * £21,500,000° stand part of the Resolution.” 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. - we .. 818 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) a as “ .. 820 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 822 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies ( Mr. Li telton Warwic ick and Leam- 
ington P ae .. 826 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick és = - ». 836 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) .. ne ts a .. 840 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) “y a ee .. 844 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) .. si ow .. 846 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. ak ne vi nr .. 850 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ph a a r as Ki .. 858 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) a a bi os a .. 856 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) se ae Ne sx iS ce 808 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) os ts es 7" or .. 860 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) i ie os - - «+ 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) as ss - es a .. 864 
Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 256; Noes, 196. (Division List No. 77). 
Question proposed, “‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the 
said Resolution.” 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ¥ ae ae ara .. 869 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .. .. 873 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, " Bristol, S. ). 874 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University)  .. <a os sie 2 .. 875 
And it being half-past Seven of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to Stand- 
ing Order No. 15, put that Question. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 241 ; Noes, 183. (Division List No. 78.) 
EVENING SITTING. 
PROTECTIONIST PROPOSALS. 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) ; ‘ - .. 881 


Mr. Richard Cavendish (Lancashire, North Lonsdale) o“ .- 883 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That in the opinion of this House, 


the imposition of a 


general duty on all manufactured goods imported 


from Abroad not exceeding 10 per cent.on the average and varying 
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according to the amount of labour in these goods would be injurious to 
the commercial interests of the United Kingdom.”—(Mr. Ainsworth.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury wait A, J. Leica 
Manchester, £.) ma 886 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) xa oe - .. 895 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. Pe a ‘a .. 900 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ws ‘4 ae wp ae .- 905 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) .. *fi x - - -. 912 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 254; Noes, 2. (Division List, No. 79.) 
VIVISECTION. 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckhaw\ . sf a3 .. 917 
Motion made and Question proposed—* That, in the opinion of this House, 
no operations for the purposes of Vivisection should be performed on 
dogs.” —(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Coznrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) .. si oe ne ‘is ini - -- 919 


And, it being midnight, the debate steod adjourned. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made ; and Question proposea, ** That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


The Parliamentary Secretary of the Treasury = A, Adand-Hood, Somer- 
setshire, Wellington) .. - “s ‘ a “i -- 920 


Adjourned at four minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS : THURSDAY, 23rn MARCH, 1995. 


Ear. OF KeNMARE.—Petition of Valentine Charles Earl of Kenmare, in the 
Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the election of Representative 
Peers for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House .. a a - a *s ~« 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Naval Works (Portsmouth Barracks Site) Bill [H.L.], Now Hoty Trinity 
Portsea BIL [u.L.].—Reported, with Amendments .. sich - --« 92h 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [1...].—The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
orders made on the 27th of February last and the 15th instant discharged, 
and Bill cominitted re i a ea “a ” a xs 
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Commercial Union Assurance Bill [x.1.].—The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders 
made on the 28th of February last and the 13th instant discharged, and Bill 
committed 


Hessle Gas Bill [u.1.].—The Chairman of committees informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on the 24th 
of February last and the 13th instant discharged, and Bill committed 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Company 
Bill [4...].—East London and Lower Thames Electric Power Bill [#.1.] ; 
Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Corporation Bill | H.L.] ; City 
of London Electric Lighting Company Bill [x.L.]; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Acton District) Bill |w.1.1; Metropolitan Klectric Supply 
Company (Varicus Powers) Bill [#.1.]; North Metropclitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill [x#.1.]; Central Electric Supply Bill [u.1.]; County of London 
Electric Supply Company Bill [u.1.]. Leave given to the Select Committee 
not to sit again till Monday next 


Truro Water Bill [1.1.].— Report from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 27th of February last, and 7th instant discharged, 
and Bill committed ye a3 oi - $85 he eg? 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [1.1.].— Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table The orders made on the 24th of February last and 7th instant 
discharged, and Bill committed for Tuesday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pustic Biuis.---Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant to Order 
of February 16th last), and to be printed. (No. 34.).. 


Nortu Sra Incipent.—Reports thereon* by the Commissioners appointed by 
the Board of Trade, with covering Memorandum by Sir Francis Hopwood, 
K.C.B., C.M.G., Permanent Secretary to the Board of Trade .. 


NaTIONAL GALLERY (ScoTLaNp).—-Eleverth Annual Report to the Secretary for 
Scotland by the Conunissioners and trustees of the Board of Manufactures 


in Scotland, for the year ended September 5vth, 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


NaTIonaL Desr ANNuItTIES.—Account of the gross amouns fo all bank annuities, 
and any annuities for terms of years, transferred, and of all sums of money 
paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt, and the 
gross amount of annuities for lives and for terms of years which have been 
granted for the same, and contracts for payments on death which have been 
made within the year ended January 5th, 1905. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ss ae ne 
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NEW BILLS. 


Merchant Shipping Act (1894) Amendment Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to amend 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with respect to the carriage of deck-loads 
in the winter time, was presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read 1*; and to 
be printed. (No.35.) .. a ie “a a ahs - .. 923 


Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks (Registration of Patent Agents) Bill 


H.L.].—A. Bill to amend the law relating to patent agents, was presented 
} I 
by the Lord Coleridge ; read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 36. 
; g ] 


Sunday Closing (Shops) Bill [#.1.].—Moved, That the following Lords be 
named of the Select Committee : 
D. Northumberland. 
E. Derby. 
K. Stanhope. 
V. Gordon (EF. Aberdeen). 
L. Bishop of Rochester. 
L. Belper 
L. Sandhurst. 
L. Aveburv.—(Lord Avebury). 


The Earlof Wemyss .. ar or ize me if “a .. 923 
Lord Avebury a - Si os = ees es «. 928 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


The Committee to appoint their own Chairman. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o’Clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 23rp MARCH, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND Mrans.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means from 
this Evening’s Sitting te Ee i os ae = Pe ~~ Oa 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Private BILLs (STANDING OrDER 62 ComPpLinD Wrrk).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PrivaTe Bits (StanpING OrveER 63 CompLIeD witH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Mxaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :—London Southern 
Tramways Bill; Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time aa ar oe es ‘S2 
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Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill.—As 


amended, considered, to be read the third time 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read a third time To-morrow 


Epping Gas Bill ; Loughborough Corporation Bill ; Seaham Gas Bill; Wrex- 
ham Gas Bill: Great Eastern Railw ay Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed os es ns 


Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill; Southampton and Winchester 
Great Western Junction Railway (Abandonmeut) Bill. Reported, without 
Amendment ; Reports to lie upon the Table and to be printed 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill: Norwich Union Life Insurance 
Society Bill; Chelsea Electricity Supply Bi, South Suburban Gas Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table : 


Sunderland and South Shields Water Bill.— cepa with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed - ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


Court or Criminat AppraL.—-Petition from Brighton, for establishment ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (Scotitanp) Rrut.—Petitions in favour; from 
Bathgate ; and Crail; to lie upon the Tahls 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pusiic Accounts (Army VotTes).—Copy preseaed, of Treasury Minute, dated 
21st March, 1905, under the Appropria.tun Act, 1904, authorising the 
temporary application of surpluses on certain Army Votes for the year 
1904-5 to defray excesses on other Army Votes for the same year [pursuant 
to Resolution of the House of 4th March, none to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 94.] ; ee [ ie “ a 


NationaL Dest ANNUITIES.—Account presented, of the Gross Amount of all 
Bank Annuities and any Annuities for terms of years transferred, and of all 
Sums of Money paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt, and the Gross Amonat of Anuuities for Lives and for terms of years, 
etc., granted within the yeir ended 5th January, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 95.] : - 7 - 


FLrets (GREAT BRITAIN AND ForeIGN Countrixs).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 6th March ; Sir Charles Dilke]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 96.] “ ae is re an x 


Perty Srsstons CLERKS (IRELAND) (SaLAries).—Return presented, relative 
thereto {ordered 11th August, 1904; Mr. Fjrench]; to lie upon the Table 


Turkey (No. 1, 1905).--Copy presented, of Decree relating to the Ottoman 
Public Debt, issued Ist (14th) September, 1905, as an Annex to the Decree 
of 28 Movharrem 1299 (&th (20th) December, 1887) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ae ; ‘ 
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THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE AND FiscaL ReErormM.—Questions, Mr. Soares 
(Devonshire, Banstaple) and Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answers, 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 


Company Directors IN PARLIAMENT.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Tue TRAINING OF TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Business oF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham), Major Seely and Mr. 
Churchill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ies a ve 


Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 97.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 97.] 


Bill as amended (in the Standing Committee), t 


) be considered upon 
Friday, July 7th, and to be printed. [Bill 117. 


Oo 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee of Selection: That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures :— 
Mr. Llewellyn; and had appointed in substitution: Sir J. Fortescue 
Flannery 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to make further 
provisions for the foundation of a Dean and Chapter of Newcastle, and for 
other purposes connected therewith.” {Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) 
Bill | Lords. | 


NEW BILLS. 


Crown Lands Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Crown Lands Acts, 1829 to 1894,” 
presented by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; supported by Lord Balcarres ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 118.] 


Public Libraries Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Acts relating to Public Libraries by 
removing the existing limit to the amount of the Library Rate,” presented 
by Mr. Tennant ; supported by Sir Albert Rollit, Sir William Houldsworth, 
Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. Thornton, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Middlemore, Mr. 
Hunter Craig, and Mr. Haldane ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 119.] 
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SuppLy [8tH Marcu]}—Report. 
Order read, for further consideration of resolution— 
Army SupeLeMeNTARY Estimate, 1904-5 (SomaLiLaNnb).—*‘ That a Supple- 
mentary sum, not exceeding £550,000, be granted to His Majesty to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1905, for additional expenditure in respect of the 
following Army services, viz. :— £ 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the Army - - - - - 985.000 
Medical Establishments, Pay, ete. - - - : 21,000 
5 Transport and Remounts - - - - - 265,000 
» 7. Provisions, Forage, and other supplies - ‘ - 260.000 
,, 12. Miscellaneous Effective Services — - - - - 2.0.06, 
», 14. Retired Pay, Half-Pay, and other non-effective 
charges for Officers, ete. — - e : s = 1,000 
», 15. Pensions and other non-effective charges for 
Warrant Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, 
Men, and others - : - = . 2 O00 
1,536,000 
Less Surpluses on other Votes - ° - - - 386.000 
1,150,000 
Deduct Excess Appropriations in Aid - - - - 600,00) 
£550,000 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 
Amendment proposed— 
* To leave out © £550,000,’ and insert £300,000,” ’—(Mr. Courtenay 
Warner.) 
Question proposed, * That £550,000 stand part of the said Resolution.” 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 981 
Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, BE.) .. 2 984 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 988 
Mr. Power (Waterjord, BE.) .. 989 
Mr. J. A. P ease (Esser, Saffron W alde n) a 2 me .. 989 
The ne of State jor Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensin jon, 
S.) ; 990 
Mr. Lahbouchere Vortha) mp! ton) : 992 
Sir Walter aes (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 993 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 994 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) .. #3 - a .. 995 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ( Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) .. ¥ , ni ee sch 998 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 241; Noes, 208. (Division List No. 80.) 
Mr. Whitley (Halifar) ae = sts we se “a 1007 
Earl Percy .. ; = = - a? ne 1007 
Captain Norton (N ewington, W.) ‘5 us ae ee ee 1008 
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Motion made, and Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 231; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 81.) 


Supp.y [15TH Marcu]. 
Resolution reported, 
Navy Estimates, 1905-6.—-‘ That 129,000 officers, seamen and boys be em- 
ployed for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1906, including 20,211 Royal Marines.” 


Resolution read a seeond time. 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, FE.) .. oi ae a Ke .. 1014 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) NG i we ee a se .. 1015 


Amendment proposed— 
To leave out ‘ 129,000,’ and insert * 128,900 °.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ 129,000’ stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. .. 1015 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk W Woodbridge) .. 1017 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E. ) - «s BOR9 
Mr. Pretyman s ‘ ie - or nis sie .. 1020 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution agreed to. 


Suppty [14tH Marcu]. 


Resolution reported. 


Navy Estimates, 1905-6. 

“That a sum, not exceeding £6,672,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expenses of Wages, etc., to Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coast 
Guard, and Royal Marines, which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Supp.y {2isr Marca]. 


Resolutions reported. 
Crvin Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) Estimates. 1904-5. 
Crass III. 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £12,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Departments of the Solicitor for the Affairs of His Majesty’s 
Treasury, King’s Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of 
Prosecutivas, and other Legal Proceedings.” 
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2. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £10, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 51st day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses connected with the County Courts.” 


3. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £860, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Expenses of Re- 
formatory and Industrial Schools in Ireland.” 


4. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £60, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Expenses of the 


Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics in the Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum, 


Ireland.” 
Crass IV. 

“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £9,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 51st day of March, 1905, for the Expenses connected 
with the Relief of the National Antarctic Expedition.” 


Crass V. 
6. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £54,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 51st day of March, 1905, in Aid of the Ex- 
penses of the British Protectorate in Somaliland.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution. 


Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. re ae oe Ae ae 


Amendment proposed— 
** To leave out ‘ £12,000,’ and insert ‘ £11,900. ”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That ‘ £12,000’ stand part of the said Resolution.” 


The Financial Secretary of the rey (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) : ae ae at ie 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumjries Burghs) 

Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peli nr) 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) 

Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ie 7 

The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin U niversity) e 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 247; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 82.) 


And it being half-past Seven of the clock, Further Censideration of the Reso- 
lution stood adjourned till this Evening’s Sitting. 
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Suppty [21st Marcu] Report. 


Order read, for Further Consideration of First Resolution, “ That a Sup: 
plementary sum, not exceeding £12,000, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year { 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of the j 
Departments of the Solicitor for the Affairs of His Majesty’s Treasury, 
King’s Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of Prosecu- 
tions, and other Legal Proceedings.” 


Resolution further considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with the ' 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretjord) or ane ws is .» 1039 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8.) fe “S ee ae ws 2043- | 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) .. as + -» 1045 | 
The Under-Secretary of State ” the Home Department (Mr. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) a, F ws 25 fs és «s LO4T | 
Mr. Swift MacNeill oe ue Ke as - Ke .. L049 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) = “ ¥ “ ws .. 1050 


And, it being Ten of the Clock, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 16th March, put that Question. 
rea 


The House divided :—Aves, 239 ; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 83.) 


Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 16th March, then 
put forthwith the Question, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in all the remaining Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates.” 


The House divided :—Aves, 251; Noes, 198. (Division List No. 84.) 


Ways anp Means [2lsr Marcu].—Resolutions reported. 


‘That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the vear ending on the 3lst day of March, 1905, the sum 
of £626,630 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United King- 
dom.”’ 

2. * That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the service of the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, the sum 
of £28,172,000 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom. 

4 
Whereupon Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 16th 

March, put forthwith the Question, ‘* That this House doth agree with 

the Committee in the said Resolutions.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 254; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 85.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Wavs ard Mears, Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Victor Cavendish. 
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/ Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—‘ To apply certain sums out of the Con- 
solidated Fund to the service of the years ending on the 3lst day of March 


one thousand nine hundred and five and one thousand nine hundred and 
six,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


i ADJOURNMENT. —Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That this House do 
now adjourn."*“—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ts ae .. 1065 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustines) tes a ze a Be .. 1066 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) .. me f. nae .. 1066 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) i “a ‘i Pee na .. 1067 
\ Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 1069 
The Prime Minister and First Lord tof the T reasury ( Mr. v" J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) : ; 1069 
9 Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) .. ‘is a i - ihe .. 1070 
13 | Captain Donelan (Cork, b ) ne .. 1070 
15 | The Chief Seoretary for Ireland (Mr. “Walter Long, Bristol, rs .. 1071 
47 | Adjourned at Twenty-one minutes after Eleven o'clock. 
19 
0) 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 24th MARCH, 1905, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Torpoint Urban District Water Bill - L i witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee ni Re ee .. 1073 


Clyde Navigation Bill [x.1.|— Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments of va ee ee ora = Xe .. 1073 


Entre Rios Railways Bill [1...|.—Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [H.1.] ; 
Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill [H.1.]. Read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. ~ - + + .. 1073 


Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
a further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons .. 1073 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways Bill [1.1.].—The CwairMan oF 
CoMMITTEES informed the House that the promoters do not intend to 
proceed further with the Bill. Order for the Second Reading on Monday 
the 3rd of April next, discharged. Ordered, That the Bill be not further 
proceeded with .. ‘e a - - a a “a .. 1073 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Reports—ANNUAL Sertes.—No. 3330. France (Brest). re .. 1073 
Turkey, No. 1 (1905) (Orroman Pusiic Drepr).—Decree issued Ist (14th) 


September, 1903, as an annex to the decree of 28 Mouharrem, 1299 (8th (20th) 
December, 1881). 


Presented (by Command@), and ordered to lie on the Table ee .. 1073 
VOL. CXLIT. [Fourri Sertes.} y 
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BisHorrics Act, 1878, AND BISHOPRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM Act, 
1904.—Order in Council of the 20th March, 1905, founding the Bishopric 
of Southwark a 3 vi ae an Me ae ee : 


MerRcHANT Suippine Act, 1894.—Order in Council of the 20th March, 1905, 
fixing the establishment of the Commissioners of Irish Lights, and the 
salaries to be paid to the several officers of their establishment 

? 

Forricn Jurispiction Act, 1890.—Order in Council of the 20th March, 1905, 

entitled ‘‘ The Southern Rhodesia Order in Council, 1905.” 


Potuine Districts (BorouaH or RocHpALE).—Order made by the Council oi 
the Borough of hochdale, dividing certain wards of the borough into polling 
districts. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Bill [.L.].—House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Billreported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next .. 


STANDING ComMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the Standing 
Committee, That they have added the Earl of Feversham to the Standing 
Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


House adjourned at half-past Four o’clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 24rH MARCH, 1905. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Hull, Barnsley,and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill — 


WALKER AND WALLSEND Unton Gas Biii.—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time .. 


Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric Power Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed... ae: - i Av Eee 5 wa : 


aaieapen Police Provisional Order Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passec ae. ay" ie es oe os es as ra 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—-‘“‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the counties 
of Anglesey, Middlesex, and Stafford,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; 
supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 120.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Milford Haven, 
Sheringham, Stalybridge, and Swinton,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; 
supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 121.] 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the 
parish of Hammersmith and the Poplar Union,” presented by Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 122.] .. Me ae Be ce a3 = ” ae .. 1075 


Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Electric oars Bill. Taekaiiin 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table me 1075 


Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill | Lorps]|.—Read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 3rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 124.] 1075 


Swansea Corporation Bill.—heported, with Amendments. Report to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed ors iy of we =m .. 1075 
PETITION. 
Sugar Tax.—Petition from Hollingworth, for repeal ; to lie uponthe Table .. 1075 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MercHant Surppinc Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 
20th March, 1905, fixing the Establishment of the Commissioners of [rish 
Lights and the Salaries to be paid to the several officers of their Establish- 
ment [by Act]; tolieuponthe Table .. Me ue i ce .. 1076 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 
20th March, 1905, entitled The Southern Rhodesia Order in Gouncil, 1905 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘4 ‘sg “a Py Sn .. 1076 


BisHoprics Act, 1878, AND BisHopRICS OF SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM ACT, 
1904.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of the 20th March, 1905, found- 
ing the Bishopric of Southwark [by Act]; to lie upon the Table eg .. 1076 


PoLLING Districrs (BorouGH oF RocHDALK).-Copy presented, of Order made 
by the Council of the Borough of hochdale dividing certain Wards of the 
Borough into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table i .. 1076 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. —Copy presented, of heport by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Great Northern, Piccadilly, and eempton Railway (No. 1) 
Bill and the objects thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 158b]; referred 
to the Committee on the Bill — .. $e He a a .. L076 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3330 [by Command]; to lie upon the; 
Table a - ss ve io - = es a .. 1076 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


KELIEF FOR THE UNEMPLOYED—LIABILITY TO DISFRANCHIS“SMENT.—Question, 
Sir Charles McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth); Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour og Ne <5 fe i ae ee <a be .. 1076 
DimMAND NOTES FOR COLLECTION OF RATES—STATEMENT OF AMOUNTS REQUIRED 
FOR PARTICULAR PurposES.—Question, Mr. Layland-Barratt (Devonshire, 
: Torquay); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour a ks es "= .. L077 
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PRoMOTION IN THE BristoL Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


(Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PROTECTION OF BRITISH SuBJECTS AT BAKU.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint 
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. 1078 


Boroughs) ; Answer, Earl Percy . 1078 
ERECTION OF LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN THE STRABANE (No. 2) Rurat DistrIcr. 
—Question, Mr. McFadden (Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 1079 
Transit Facitities at SNEEM.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long ‘5 - es - ea . 1079 
SclENCE TEACHING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Malley (Galway, Connemara) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. . 1080 
TRAINING OF IRISH TEACHERS IN PractTicaL ScleNcE.—Question, Mr. Sheehan 
(Cork County, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 1081 
SaLary oF AssiIsTANT TEACHER IN ScHooL, Rott No. 5736, District 57, 
Circuit 22r.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.); Answer, Mr. ‘Walter 
Long .. 1081 
Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill.—{Seconp Reapina.]. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Patrick O’ Brien (Kilkenny) .. 1082 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) . 1084 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) .. 1089 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S.) . 1093 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Sir John Colomb. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. T. W. Russel! (Tyrone, 8.) .. 1098 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) . 1102 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) es .. 1105 
Mr. Edward Mitchell <a N. ) . 1105 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) .. : .. 1106 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, S.) . 1108 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, S.) «« E500 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W .— . ll 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, 2 Bristol, S. i .. 1113 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.)  .. .. 1119 
Sir Frederick Banbury — Peckham) .. 1119 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) . sa . 1121 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 89, (Division List No. 86.) 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 7 
Bill read a second time. 
| Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc.”’—(Mr. Patrick O Brien.) 
Sir John Colomb . 1125 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 148; Noes, 80. (Division List No. 87.) 
| Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, etc. 
Small Holdings Bill.—{Seconp Reapine. }|.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ‘i «> SE 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) . 1333 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) . 1134 
And, it being half-past Five of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the House do now adjourn.” — 
, (Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) P .. 1136 
The Attorney-General for Ireland ( Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N pi ’.) . 1136 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) <a is - wl ae -- 1137 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, ‘Ss. ) -« LE 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) . 1138 
Question put, and agreed to. 
NEW BILL. 
Piaces oF WorsHIe ENFRANCHISEMENT.—Bill to prov.de or the enfranchisement 
of leasehold Places of Worship, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Samuel 
Evans, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. George White, Mr. Bright, Mr. Lloyd 
Morgan, Mr. J. H. Whitley, and Mr. Moss. 
Places of Worship Enfranchisement Bill.—* To provide for the enfranchise- 
ment of leasehold Places of Worship,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed.” 
{Bill 123.) . 1159 
DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION (LONDON).-—Address 
for “ Return of the number of all Deaths in the Administrative County of 
London, in the year 1904, upon which a Coroner’s Jury has returned a verdict 
of Death from Starvation or Death Accelerated by Privation, together with 
any Observations furnished to the Local Government Board by Boards of 
Guardians with reference to cases included in the Return (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 289, of Session 1904).’””—(Mr. Talbot.) . 1140 
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Post OrricE Wacres.—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum of the Postmaster- 
General, dated March 24th, 1905, setting forth changes about to be made 
in the wages of certain classes of Post Office servants.” —(Lord Stanley.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
6.) (.. ; ie is ss - - ep ee 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 27th MARCH, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1). 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [x.1.].—Ordered That the cama of Alice Edith 
Donovan be further considered to-morrow .. : P 


Tralee Urban District Council Bill has Ls 1 —Read 3"; and passed, and sent to 
the Commons sis os : 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill [u.1.].—Read 3°; Amendments made ; 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons ee és 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [1.t. iain ad 3", and passed, and 
sent to the Commons Ne 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [#.1.]; Srepiet Urban 
District Water Bill [H.1.]; Great Central Railway Bill [u.u.]; Great Central 
Railway {Pension Fund) Bill [n.1.]. Leave given to the Select. Committee to 
adjourn over to-morrow - ; 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [n.1.]; Barry Railway Bill [w.u.]; Cardiff 
Railway Bill [#.1.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [u.1.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord Elle ‘nborough and the Lord Ludlow 
be proposed to the House as Members of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Duke of Bedford and the Lord Hylton; and that 
the Lord Ludlow be Chairman of the said Committee ; read and agreed to 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.- -Brought from ~ am 
read 1"; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 38.) 


PETITION. 


Sunday Closing (Shops) Bill [1.1.].—Petition in favour of ; of Irish Trades 
. 1142 


Union Congress ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. :: 
BoaRD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES. 


Annual Report of proceedings under the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the 
Copyhold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1899, the Agricultural 
Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1900, the Drainage and Improvement of Land Acts, 
the Universities and College Estates ye ts, 1858 to 1898, the Glebe Lands 
Act, 1888, ete., etc., for the year 1904. 


Annual Reports of proceedings under the Diseases of Animals Acts, the 
Markets and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, ete., ete., for the year 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... .. 1142 


GENERAL Mepicat Councriit.—Returns of the receipts and expenditure of the 


General Medical Council and of the Branch Councils, also of receipts and 
expenditure of the Dental Registration Fund, for the year ended 31st 
December. 1904. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to he on the Table . 1142 


NEW BILLS. 


Merchant Shipping (Aliens) Bill [.1.].—A Bill to amend the Merchant 


Shipping Act. 1894. Was presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read 1*; and 
to be printed. (No. 37.) ae ors mt os ai ae ~- 1142 


Street Betting Bill [x.1.).—(Txirp Reavine].—Order of the Day for the 


Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(Lord Davey.) 


On Question, Bill read 3*. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) .. 1143 


Amendment moved 
73 ‘ . ¢ " Be > 
In Clause 1, page 2, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ not 


to the end of the clause.”"—(The Earl of Halsbury.) 


Lord James of Herejord a1 .. 1144 

Lord Davey , ts sea = -. 1145 

The Lord Archbishop of ( ‘anterbury " 4 - bs ». 1146 

Moved, “ That this debate be now adjourned.”—(The Lord Archbishop*of 

Canterbury.) 

Lord Alverstone a a4 a x e ae i .. 1147 

Earl Spencer ¥a es re wi ad ‘s os Ge 
ote ree es “a 5:4 .- 1148 


The Earl of Hals bury 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Dehate adjourned to Tuesday, the 4th of April next. 
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Stores IN SoutH AFRICA. 
Lord Monkswell Re ne a ne i ae me .. 1149 


Moved to resolve, ‘ That, in the opinion of this House, immediate action 
should be taken to inquire into the cause of the waste of supplies in 
South Africa and elsewhere, with a view to the prevention of further 
wastage in the future.”—(The Lord Monkswell.) 

The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) .. 1158 

i Lord Monkswell “a - - is - a 2 .. 1165 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn 


MILITARY BUILDINGS At St. Lucia. 


Lord Tweedmouth  .. aes - ee Be - ae .. 1166 
Earl of Donoughmore - ad Ey re ee tn .. 1167 
Earl Spencer ae ue a ae ny “ .. 1168 


The Secretary of State for Foregin Affairs (The Marquess oj Lansdowne) 1169 


House adjourned at five minutes past Six o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 271tH MARCH, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill.—Read the 


third time, and passed .. 9 1170 
Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway (Aban- 

donment) Bill—{Nor Amenpep].—Considered; to be read the third 

time a ay ns ee se we ie - ea xx SE 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 

time - éa - - i 3 ‘i és 1170 
Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement Bill; (Otley Gas and Improvement 

Bill. Reported from the Police and Sanitary Committee, with Amend- 

ments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. - -« 0 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 


Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill, with Amendments. 


% That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for authorising the 
Kntre Rios Railways Company, Limited, to increase its capital, and to fund 
the arrears of dividends on its preference shares by the issue of fully-paid 
second preference stock ; and for other purposes.’ [Entre Rios Railways 
Bill [Lords.] , 
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Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act for authorising the Cordoba and Rosario 
Railway Company, Limited, to increase its capital, and to fund the arrears 
of dividends on its preferred shares by the issue of fully-paid second pre- 
ferred shares; and for other purposes.” [Cordoba and Rosario Railway 


Bill [Lords. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for the abandonment of the rail- 
ways and works authorised by the Hastings Harbour District Railway 
Acts, 1897 and 1903.” [Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill [Lords.] oe Set he ee Oe : 


Entre Rios Railways Bill [Lorps]; Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


PETITIONS. 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF Women) Brii.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Altrincham; and Bermondsey and Rotherhithe; to lie upon the 
Table 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN.—Petition from Aberdeen, for legislation ; to lie upon 
the Table os as mie “ rae . e 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MepicaL Counciis.—Accounts presented, for 1904, of the General Medical 
Council and Branch Councils, and of the Dental Registration Fund [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table... ae 


RalLways ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill and 
the objects thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 158s]; referred to the 
Committee on the Bill 


Boarb Or AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES.—Copy presented, of Annual Report 
of Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, Copyhold Act, 18%4, Inclosure Acts, 
and other Acts for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Boarb OF AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES.—Copy presented, of Annual Reports 
of Proceedings under the Diseases of Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs 
(Weighing of Cattle) Acts, etc., for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


Locat GOVERNMENT BoaRp (IRELAND) ([NspEcTors aND AupITors).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 27th February ; Mr. J. P. Farrel!]; to 
lie upon the Table ai fs - 


East Inpta (EmpLoyment oF Troops out or Inp1ia).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [Address, 20th March ; Sir Walter Foster]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 99.] .. 


VacctnaTION Exemption CertiricaTes.—Address for ‘* Return of the Circular 
Letter on the subject of Vaccination Exemption Certificates, issued by the 
Home Office on the Ist day of September, 1904.”—(Mr. Weir.) 
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ALLoTMeNTs (ScoTLaNb).—Return ordered, “ showing (1) the proceedings of 
parish councils in regard to Allotments and Common Pasture under Section 
26 of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894; and (2) the proceedings 
of county councils in regard to representations by parish councils for orders 
under the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, Section 26, authorising 
land to be taken on lease compulsorily for Allotments since the date of the 
last Return on the 8th day of July last (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 245, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Eugene Wason.) 


ForEIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE.—Copy ordered, “ of Monthly Accounts relating 
to the Trade and Commerce of certain Foreign Countries and British Posses- 
sions.”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DISCONTINUANCE OF Barrack BuILpING Owrnc TO ABANDONMENT OF ARMY 
Corps ScHEME.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Souta ArricaN War Contracts—SuHortweicut Jam.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


TRANSVAAL LoaN—PayYMENT OF PREMIUMS TO TRANSVAAL TREASURY.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. 


WATER Supp.ty oF Ross-sHirE ScHoois.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ; - 


RETURN OF Burcu CHARITIES (SCOTLAND).—Question, Mr. Haldane (Hadding- 
tonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson. . 

OPERATIONS OF Bond INVESTMENT COMPANIES. — Question, Mr. Charles 
McArthur; Answer, Mr. BonarLaw .. 


New Patent Re.es.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law : : 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION BETWEEN Wor AND Lonasuips LIGHTHOUSES 
AND THE SHorE.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.): Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law 


Import Dury anp Prices or Wuerat IN ENGLAND. FRANCE, GERMANY AND 
IraLty.—Question, Dr. Shipman (Northampton); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 

VOLUNTARY SUBSCRIPTIONS TO AND Cost OF MAINTENANCE OF NON-PROVIDED 
ScHoots IN ENGLAND AND WALEs.—Question, Dr. Shipman; Answer, 
Sir William Anson 


CompuLtsory TRANSFER OF FEMALE TELECRAPHISTS FROM BaTH.—Question. 
Mr. Barlow (Somersetshire, Frome); Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


ARMAGH PostaL Srarr.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley és ‘ Me 


JURISDICTION AND PostaL Service in ZANzipaR.—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease 
(Essex, Saffron Walden): Answer, Earl Perey 3 : 





Page 


1172 


1175 


1175 


1174 


1174 


1174 


1175 


1176 


1176 











ye 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. evii 
Mar. 27.] Page 
RELIEF FOR UNEMPLOYED.—Expenditure by Metropolitan Borough Councils, 


Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... > LVS 


Part PAYMENT oF Poor RatE.—Question, Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour “i a ‘9 $e oe ~s pe «> 


OUTSTANDING EXCHEQUER AND TREASURY BILLs.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. = org +o 


BirMINGHAM Scuoon oF Brewinc.—Competition of Laboratory with Private 
Analyists.—Question, Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) ; Answer, 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 3 a fs ss ne ~, ERGY 
PurcHASE OF RIFLES BY INDIAN GOVERNMENT.—Question, Colonel Bowles 
(Middlesex, Enfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. xe ae Re ~» LI8O 


APPOINTMENT OF Heap CoNSTABLE BraTToN or AtHy, County KILDARE 
Question, Mr. John O’Connor (Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 1181 


O’DonNeL Estate, Newport, County Mayo.—Question, Dr. Ambrose ; 


Answer, Mr. Walter Long =, ~ = ~ vi - «s 118) 
NAMES AND Previous Occupations oF Irish LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarD 
Aupitors.—Question, Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long a a ; eae - ” 1181 
DiscHARGE OF AssISTANT TEACHER OF ScHooL Roti No 15,008.—Question, 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. es .. 1182 
ConpucT or CONSTABLES GUMBLETON AND RocHE AT BELMULLET.—Question, 
Mr. O’Kelly (Mayo, N); Answer, Mr. WalterLong .. Rs ae -- 1182 
QUALIFICATION OF HEADMASTER OF TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION AT ARMAGH.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long os 1183 
Irish AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—TRANSFER OF A CATHOLIC CLERK.— 
Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ae + re is 1184 
Fretp Guns ror 4rH West York VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY.—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ee 1184 
MoBILIsATION MANUALS.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster : Ae is sf a .. 1184 
IssuE or SomALILAND Mepats.—Question, Mr. Butcher (York); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster ie : a 1185 
SARRACKS ON SALispuRY PLatn—FurtHer EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. 
Brooke Robinson (Dudley) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Foster .. 1185 
REDUCTION OF TRANSVAAL CONSTABULARY—MAINTENANCE OF ORDER BETWEEN 
“s - y + : y e 
CHINESE AND Karrirs.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.); 
; oe =; ce 1185 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Navy Retirement REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan 
and Kinross); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, 
Suffolk, Woodbridge) “3 $4 a - as a ‘a .. 1186 


Sourn Arrican War Jam Conrracts—GOVERNMENT EXPLANATION.—Question, 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
War Office (Mr. Bromley Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) .. - .. 1186 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA—ILL-TREATMENT OF ABORIGINES.—Question, Mr. John 
Campbell (Armagh, &.); Answe1, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) .. ak i = .. 1187 


Liquor Suors in Mapras PrREsIDENCY.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Den- 
bighshire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) re " - . fs - “ .. 1188 


DEATHS FROM PLAGUE AND SMALLPOX IN INDIA.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
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of Dean), Mr. Whitley (Halifax) and Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
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NEW BILL. 
Local Authorities (Taxation and Purchase of Land) Bill.—‘‘ To provide 
for the Taxation and Purchase of Land by Local Authorities,” presented 
by Dr. Macnamara ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Cremer, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Harwood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Mansfield, Mr. 
Shackleton, Mr. Toulmin, and Mr. George White ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, 13th April, and to be printed. [Bill 125.] 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill [Seconp Reapine].—Order for Second Read- 
ing read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. he a a a2 se 1 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. se a 4 xa so. Baa 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) a ms ue na .. 1223 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ’’—(Mr. McKenna.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. s ed a es .. 1231 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. ~ as 38 ae .. 1237 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ’—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘now,’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .. a a a .. 1244 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) ©) - . os . _. 1951 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. ay es a fe Re 905. 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) he a me me os a .. 1256 
Mr. Findlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.) .. ne = me 53 .. 1258 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, W.) . are ais Ne ms .. 1259 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) he Be ~. FBG] 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Educ ‘ation (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) .. ne ae a a «2 Ga 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs).. "3 ~ af eg .. 1268 
Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) e nig x aa .. 1274 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 88.) 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 
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Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate 
on Question (March 27th), “‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.).. a ae as ‘3 wa BONE 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. te oe ae ne os .. 1281 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) .. e a oe ” .. 1284 
Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, BE.) .. ie ai =i a re .. 1287 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 6 ed a3 a ae .. 1290 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway)... cn 4 “ é“ we .. 1290 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.)_ . .. 1293 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W alter Long ‘Briatel, S. . .» 1295 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) ie - ey Cs ~ .. 1304 


And, it being half-past Eleven of the clock, Mr. Speaker, pursuant-to the 
Order of the House of the 16th March, put that Question. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 217; Noes, 172. (Division List No. 89.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


NEW BILL. 


ELEMENTARY Epvucation (FEEDING OF CHILDREN).—Bill to make provision for 
the feeding of Children in Public Elementary Schools, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. James Hope, Dr. Macnamara, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Sir Ernest Flower, Mr. Coghill, and Mr. Forde Ridley. 


Elementary Education (Feeding of Children) Bill.—‘ ‘To make provi- 
sion for the feeding of Children in Public Elementary Schools,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, and to be printed. [Bill 126.] — .. vs ie vs es .. 1307 


GOVERNMENT DeEPARTMENTS (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ setting forth the 
names, age, length of service, and place of education, of each salaried offi- \ 
cial in the various Government Departments in Ireland.—(Mr. MacVeagh) 1309 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir A. Acland- Hood.) 


Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) .. é wh - ie - .. 1309 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S. ). ce se Hs 2 es .. 1310 





Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 28TH MARCH, 1905. 


Fart or Kenmare.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Valentine Charles, Earl of Kenmare, in the Peerage of Ireland, to vote at 
the election of Representative Peers for Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Sat First.—The Lord Wynford sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of — Bill ie. L.}.— 
Reported, without Amendment ‘ss a ae + 


Hastings Harbour Bill [1.1.].—The King’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments . ; 


Metropolitan Railway Bill [1.L.}.—Reported, with Amendments 
Hessle Gas Bill [x.1.].—Reported, with Amendments 


Clacton Improvement Bill |u.1.}.—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
on the 2Ist of Ferbuary last and the 15th instant, discharged, and Bill 
committed 

Holy Trinity Portsea Bill [1.1.].—Read 3‘, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons 5a a ne or ne ae 

Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill.—Brought 


from the Commons ; read |"; and referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MARRIAGES, BirtHs AND DEATHS, AND VACCINATION (ScOTLAND).—Fiftieth 
Annual Report of the Registrar-General in Scotland of the marriages, births, 
and deaths registered for the year 1904; and Fortieth Annual Report on 
Vaccination 


(rorTeR HoLpinas (ScotLanp) Acts, 1886-87.—Report by the Crofters’ Com- 
mission, for the year ended December 31st, L904 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SerIEs).—No. 3351. Netherlands (Amsterdam) 


MARRIAGES, Birtus, AND Deatus (ENGLAND AND WALEsS).—General abstract of 
marriages, births, and deaths registered in England and Wales in the year 
1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.1.]; Married — Property Act (1882) 
Amendment Bill [H.L.]; Prize Courts Bill [H.1.]; Naval Prize Bill [H.1.}. 
Reported from the Standing Committee without Amen: tment ; and to be 
read 3 on Thursday next 


VOL. CXLUL [Fourri Serres]. h 


Page 


1315 


1514 








exiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Mar. 28.] 


Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Bill [1.1.].— Read 3* (according to order) ; 
Amendments (Privilege) made ; Bill passed, and sent tothe Commons... _ 1514 


Page 


Tue Arrairs oF SOUTH-EASTERN EUROPE. 


The Earl of Lytton 1314 
Moved, “That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for 
Papers relating to the affairs of South-Eastern Europe.”—(The Earl of 
Lytton.) 
Lord Newton .. 24 
330 


t 


The Lord Bishop of Rochester = a we és ar “ 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne).. 13 
Earl Spencer .. *" - “a or je as os a Oe 
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Motion by leave of the House withdrawn. 


Business or THE Hovse.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered on _ 
Thursday next in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting .. 1350 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 28TH MARCH, 1905, 
The House met at Twos of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN oF Ways anp Mrans.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means... 1351 


New Warir.—New Writ for the Borough of Brighton, in the room of Gerald Walter 
irskine Loder, Esquire, Commissioner for executing the Office of Treasurer 
of the Exchequer of Great Britain and Lord High Treasurer of Ireland.— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) .. - “a by “a és a .. Lol 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill ; 
Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill.—Read the third time and passed 1351 


Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill; Morley Corporation Bill.— 


As amended, considered ; to be read the third time .. ; 
Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 1351 
StanpING OrbDERS.— 


Resolutions reported from the Select Committee :— 


1. “That, in the case of the Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges), Petition for leave to deposit a Petition for a Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to 
deposit their Petition for a Bill.” 
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2. ‘“ That, in the case of the Malvern Water, Petition for Bill, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be 
permitted to proeeed with their Bill.” 


3. “ That, in the case of the Cork Junction Railways Bill, the 
Standing Order 66 ought to be dispensed with, provided that the names 
of such of the Companies mentioned in Clause 60 of the Bill as have not 
in the meantime held meetings approving the Bill under the said Stand- 
ing Order be struck out of the said Clause 60, and that proof be given 
to the Committee on the Bill that such of the said Companies whose 
names are not struck out of the said Clause have approved the Bill in 
the manner prescribed by the said Standing Order 66. That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been complied 
with.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


Cork Junction Railways Bill.—Report [this day] from the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be read a second time .. 


Acton Sewage Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed .. Ps ce a a a we ‘ 


House-letting (Scotland) Bill.—Second Reading deferred from Tuesday 
next till Friday, 7th April.. a - am ox “ ‘ 


MESSAGE: FROM THE Lorps. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to amend and define 


the borrowing powers of the Urban District Council of Tralee, in the county 
of Kerry; and to enable them to borrow additional moneys ; and for other 
purposes.” [Tralee Urban District Council Bill [Lords }. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confer further powers on the Me- 


tropolitan District Railway Company ; and for other purposes.” [Metro- 
politan District Railway Bill [Lords}.| 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to enable the Tyneside Tramways 


and Tramroads Company to create and issue additional preference shares ; 
and for other purposes. 


” 


[Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill | Lords}. | 


Tralee Urban District Council Bill {[Losps].—Metropolitan District Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


PETITIONS. 


Licensinc Acts.—Petition from Bath, for alteration of law; to lie upon the 
Table 


Liquor Trarric Locat Vero (ScorLanp) Biit.—Petition from Rothesay, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL GovERNMENT BoarD (IRELAND) (INSPECTORS AND AupITORS).—Return 
[presented 27th March] to be printed. [No. 100] .. “ we .. 1353 


MarriaGEs, BrrtHs, AND DreatHs (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of General 
Abstract of Marriages, Births, and Deaths registered in England and Wales 
in the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... on .. 1353 


Pusiic Accounts (Navy Vores).—Copy presented of Treasury Minute, dated 
25th March, 1905, authorising the temporary application of Surpluses on 
certain Navy Votes for the year 1904-5 to meet Excesses on other Navy 
Votes for the same year [pursuant to Resolution of the House of 4th March, 
1879]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 101] . - .. 1353 


NavaL Works Acts, 1895, 1896, 1897, 1899, 1901, anp 1903.—Account pre- 
sented, showing the amount of Money issued out of the Consolidated Fund ; 
the mode in which it was provided ; the amount and nature of the Securities 
created in respect thereof; the amount of the surplus of Income above 
Expenditure for the financial year ended 31st March, 1896, and the amount 
of Money expended in pursuance of the Acts during the year ended the 
31st March, 1904 ; together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
102] .. < - i e re i rar ve “ .. 1354 


Birtus, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND VACCINATION (ScOTLAND).—Copy presented, 
of the Fiftieth Annual Report on the Births, Deaths, and Marriages in Scot- 
land for 1904, and Fortieth Annual Report on Vaccination [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table —.. oe ve “ en - is ». 1354 


Crorrers’ Hoipines (Scortanp) Acts.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Crofters’ Commission for the year 1904 [by Command]; to le upon the 
Table ne te ie ne - * - 9 ies .. 1354 


Army.—Copy presented, of General Annual Return of the British Army for the 
year ending 30th September, 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 1354 


Foreign TRADE AND CommMERCE.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
27th March; Mr. Bonar ie to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 103.] .. SO A A en 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON LABour.—Address for ‘* Return showing the 
terms of the following resolutions embodied in the Final Protocol of the 
International conference on Labour in Factories and Mines, held at Berlin 
in 1890, namely, Section I. 1 (a), 1 (6), Section III. 1 to 7, Section IV. 1 to 5 
Section V. 1 to5; and the degree to which the recommendations in each of 

: the said resolutions are now carried ont in each of the countries represented 
ut that conference.’— (Mr. Herbert Samuel.) . ag as ms .. 1354 
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Mines (Fatrau Acctpents).—Address for ** Return for each year from 1895 and 
for each inspection district of the number of Fatal Accidents, under each 
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which occurred to persons employed below ground in Mines to which the 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 1355 
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presented by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour and 
Mr. Attorney-General ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 131.] “* Ke a “i we _ .. 1390 


Trade Marks Bill.— 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Trade Marks Bill do consist of 
Mr. Blake, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Cripps, Mr. Eve, Mr. Fison, Mr. Fletcher 
Moulton, Sir Walter Palmer, Sir Charles Renshaw, and Mr. Tillett. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum.—(Mr. Fletcher Moulton.) .- 1391 
Pusuic Trustee AND Executor [EXxPENSEs]. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘.That this House do resolve itself 
into a Committee to consider of authorising the charge on the Consoli- 
dated Fund of such sums as may be required to make good liabilities 
arising out of the default of the Public Trustee or his officers appointed 
under any Act of the present session to provide for the appointment 
of a Public Trustee and Executor, and of authorising the payment, out of 
Moneys provided by Parliament, of the salaries and other expenses 
payable in pursuance of such Act (King’s Recommendation signified), 
to-morrow. ’—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, 
E.) ie “ <“ oe “s +s oe ae .. 1391 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill. — 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) - “* -. 1392 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. - me nt a “s .. 1893 
Mr. McKenna * ‘ on Os ee ‘ “a ~~ 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. $i re = " .. 1394 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) a Se ne xs + .. 1390 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Clause 2 added to the Bill. 


Clause 3 :— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles | 4 én “i ‘ni “a ‘ -- 1395 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 3, after the word ‘ powers,’ to insert the words ‘ and the 
Treasury shall repay the money so borrowed, with interest not exceeding 
5 per centum per annum out of the growing produce of the Consolidated 
Fund at a period not later than the next succeeding quarter to that in which 
the said moneys were borrowed.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. a be a " a .. 1397 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) _ - ae es .. 13897 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, " ‘is “4 “3 xs s .. 1398 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ‘ “ vi i on “i .. 1398 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment, to be read the third time upon Thursday 
next. 


SUPPLY. 


Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 


Chair.” 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, en W.) .. 1398 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ane ae ‘ : .- 1421 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-T yne) 7, rs ea ye .. 1424 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) si a iis wa Kis «- 1427 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ that ’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words ‘ in order to promote and increase the efficiency 
of the Volunteer Force, it is necessary to provide an additional number 
of rifle ranges easily accessible to the members of the different corps ’ 
instead thereof, ”__(Mr. Renwick.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Sir Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) —.. es “i ‘is ‘ .. 1429 


Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 7 ais ‘ es .. 1431 
Mr. Frederick Wilson (N — Mid. t) - oi ee .. 1434 
Mr. Tuff (Rochester) ‘ wa - ea ‘ .. 1435 


Mr. Arnold-Forster .. é + on ‘ oe es .. 1455 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) .. oe ee .. 1438 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
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SupPLy. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[|Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 


Army Estimates, 1905-6.—Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a num- 
ber of Land Forces not exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be maintained for the 
Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at Home and 
Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the year end- 
ing on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Captain Norton (Newington, W.) oe 53 ve Aa w. 1445 
Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a number of Land 
Forces, not exceeding 220,800, all ranks, be maintained for the said 


Service.” —(Captain Norton.) 


Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 4 Pe “a 1. ww 1446 


Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) .. - un 3 .. 1448 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8S.) .. ee Be - es .. 1451 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) - ‘is - »» 1455 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) es - " .» 1455 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Lo.don Port and Docks Commission Bill [By Orprr].—Second Reading 
deferred till Thursday, 13th April (Evening Sitting). 


Fiscat RETALIATION, 


Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) *s i .. 1457 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) “a a ‘a ee .. 1466 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That, in view of the declarations 
made by the Prime Minister, this House thinks it necessary to record 
its condemnation of his policy of Fiscal Retaliation.”—(Mr. Joseph 
Walton.) 


Mr. Lambton (Durham, S.E.) pe oe - + = .. 1476 


Amendment proposed-— 


** At the end, to add the words ‘ In as far as it is destructive of 
Parliamentary control over taxation.’ ”—(Mr. Lambton.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 

Mr. Thornton (Clapham) 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 

Mr. Elliot (Durham) a 


Question put, and negatived. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, Nemine Contradicente, That, in view of the declarations made 
by the Prime Minister, this House thinks it necessary to record its condemnation 
of his policy of Fiscal Retaliation. 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Bill. [Seconp Reaprne].—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 


And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed, upon Friday, 14th April 


Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill.—Read a 
second time and committed for this day : oo a 


THE Non-ATTENDANCE OF MINISTERS. 


The Parliamentary Secretary of the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) ‘ oe - is S ‘4 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That this House do now adjourn,’ — 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Churchill (Oldham) a 

Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) me 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donega’, 8.) 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) me a 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe.) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ae 
Mr, Labsuchere (Northampton) 


Adjourned at half after Twelve o’Clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 297TH MARCH, 1905, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Accrington Corporation Bill; Accrington District Gas and Water Board 
Bill. As amended, to be considered To-morrow sik 3 


Wrexham Gas Bill.— As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


London United Tramways meee - Time) Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed ws re oa wa 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; Great Northern, 
Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill; Hitchin and District Gas 
Bill; Graet Northern Railway Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 

ports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed me i a ; 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates, CONGESTED Districts, AND BuraH LAND Tax RELIEF 
((ScotLanpd) Act, 1896,—Petition from Morayshire, for continuance ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Docs (Protection) Bitt.—Petition from London and other places, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Liguor Trarric Locat Veto (ScoTLanp) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Kilbarchan ; and Pollokshaws ; to lie upon the Table 


Locat AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WomeEN) BiLu.—Petitions in favour: 
from Ashton-under-Lyne ; Exmouth; Leeds; Leicester (two); National 
British Women’s Temperance Association ; and Skipton; to lie upon the 
Tabl 

able. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DeceaseD Wire’s Sister Biti.—Petition from Morpeth, 
against; to lie upon the Table 


Mik Depots (London) Bitt.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ie 


RatInG oF MACHINERY BILL,—Petition from Battersea, against ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Ratinc oF MacuInery Biti.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Trape Marks Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour; to lie upon the 
te 
Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3331 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table 4 ¥ te: ; a 


. oe oe 


Post Orrick (MonEy OrpeErs).—Copy presented, of Postal Agreement for an 
exchange of Money Orders between the Post Office of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the Post Office of Russia, dated the 17th-29th October, 1904 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table #5 os Ss 


REVENUE (COLLECTION oF TaxeEs).—Return presented, relativethere to, [ordered 
28th February ; Mr. McCrae]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 104.] Ss re es fs ae — 3 aS : 


LocaL TaxaTIon (IRELAND) Returns.—Copy presented, of Returns of Local 
Taxation in Ireland for the year 1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ’ ws 


SupREME Court or JupicaTure Act (IRELAND), 1877.—Copy presented, of an 
Order in Council, dated 22nd February, 1905, giving effect to Rules of 
Court under The Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table i : 


WorKMEN’S CoMPENSATION.—Copy presented, of Memorandum by the Chair- 
man of the Committee appoited by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to inquire into the Law relating to Compensation for Injuries 
to Workmen, on Foreign and Colonial Laws relating to Compensation for 
injuries to Workmen. Vol. 11]. Supplementary Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Post Orrice Savincs Banks Funp.—Return ordered, “ relating to the Post 
Office Savings Banks Fund, giving 


The amount of Consols (including Reduced and New Three per cent. 
Stocks) bought and sold for cash, and the cash paid and received for the 
same, for each year since its establishment ; and the average price of these 
transactions. 


The amount of Consols held by the National Debt Commissioners for 
the Fund at the 3lst day of December, 1904 ; and 


The amount of Consols (including Reduced and New Three per cent. 
Stocks) cancelled in exchange for Terminable Annuities, stating, where 
applicable, the date of cancellation, the cash value of the stock at that date, 
the amount of the Annuity, the term of its currency, and the rate of in- 
terest at which it was set up.” —(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Coat Imports (FRANCE).—Return ordered, “ showing the quantity of Coal im- 
ported into France from Germany, Belgium, Holland, the United Kingdom, 
and other sources in each of the vears 1895-1904, distinguishing separately 
imports by sea and imports by land.” —(Sir Thomas Wrightson.) 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


TRAINING COLLEGE FOR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS—GRANT TO HEREFORD 
TRAINING CoLLEGE.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leo- 
minster) ; Answer, Sir William Anson .. os ia ae 


Wreck OF THE “ KyBeR ”—Erricrency or Coast GuARD SERVICE.—Question, 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


IrtsHh L’cutsntes Aprirt.—Question, Major Jameson (Clare, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law __.. es es ‘i rv ei . 


Recrvuitinc FoR RoyaL Navat VoLuNTEER RESERVE.—Question, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. ” es 


Royvat NAavat VOLUNTEER REsSERVE.—Question, Sir John Colomb ; Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman 


PETITION OF WOMEN SorTERS AT THE Post Orrick SAVINGS BANK DEPARTMENT. 
—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


TELEGRAPHISTS AND PostaL Duties.—Question, Mr. Bell; Answer, Lord 
Stanlev 


New Post Orvice av BirKENHEAD.—Question, Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) : 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Waces oF Post Orrick ENGtncers.—Questioa, Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Post OrricE—ALTERATION OF OrrictaAL Pay Day.—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Rate Demand Notes—Parricutars oF AMOUNTS REQUIRED FOR SPECIFIC 
Purposes. — Question, Mr, Layland-Barrett (Devonshire, Torquay), 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


SALARIES OF IRISH NATIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Evictep TENANTS ON THE WHITE Estate, NEAR BANTRY.—Question, Mr. 
Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


CATHOLIC CLERKS IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE {TRISH AGRICULTURAL 
DeparTMENT.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long er 

Cri-FpEN Harsour IMproveMeNts.—Question, Mr. O'Malley (Gelway, Conne- 
mara): Answer, Mr. Walter Long 

ARREST OF THE OwAa OF ILESHA.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 

CoMPANY’S SERVICE RIFLE—Cost IF MADE IN GOVERNMENT FACTORIES AND BY 
Private Conrracrors.—Question, Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster Be oe ss ve » 


Cost or AMMUNITION. —Question, Sir James Woodhouse ; Answer, Mr.' Arnold- 


Forster ar a ; a eis ae ins a ro ihe ae 
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HicHLAND ReGiments.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour = .. 1540 


COMPENSATION FOR IMPROVEMENT OF fowN HoLpincs.—Question. Mr. Benn ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour : ks ay * me Fe .. L540 


PREVENTION OF CorrUpTION BrtL.—Question, Mr. Barran (Leeds, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . ae - ee a3 Mt es .. LD4l 


Tue Fiscan ReTALIaTIoN Reso_urion.—Questions, Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, 
E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour =e ee aa oe 2s .. 1541 


NEW BILL. 


Education (Provision of Meals) Bil).—‘‘ To amend The Education Act, 
1902,” presented by Mr. Arthur Henderson ; supported by Mr. Shackleton, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. J. Wilson, Mr. John Johnson, Mr 
Broadhurst, Sir John Gorst, Mr. Thomas Richards, Dr. Macnamara, and 
Mr. Keir Hardie; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 11th April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 152.] 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Cominittee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penzt_u, «1 ene Unal.. 
Army Estimates, 1905-6.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
number “a Land Forces not exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be maintained 
for the Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 


at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, 
during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1906.” 


Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 9s a ai - “ 1543 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) - - vs oe - .. 1553 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a number of Land Forces, not 
exceeding 211,300, all ranks, be maintained for the said Service.”— 
(Major Seely.) 


Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) - af ae .. 1559 
Mr. Guest (Plymouth) a - ee > oe .- 1562 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N E) ai at es -_ e+ 1567 
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Sir J. Dickson» Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) ; 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. Ki 4 

Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby) 

Mr. Markham (Notts., Mansfeld) , 

The Financial Secretary to the War r Offe (Mr. Brovley Davenport 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) ‘ ; 

Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 207; Noes, 258. (Division List No. 90.) 


And, it being half-past Six of the Clock, the Chairman, pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 16th March, proceeded to put forthwith the 
Questions necessary to dispose of Vote A and Vote 7 of the Army 
Estimates, 


Question put, “ That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 221,500, all 
ranks, be maintained for the Service of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s 
Indian Possessions, during the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 268, ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 91.) 


Question put, “ That a sum, not exceeding £4,630,000, be grantéd to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for Supplies and Clothing, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1906.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; Noes, 185. (Division List No. 92.) 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again ‘To-morrow. 


And, there being no further Business set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
Sigpaker left the Chair until this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


South Oxfordshire Water and Gas Bill (By Orper].—Read a second time, 
and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Bill to insert 
provisions for the compulsory supply of water in bulk by meter for 
agricultural and trade purposes at a reasonable rate and under reason- 
able conditions, provided that such supply does not entail any further 
increase of capital than that provided for in the Bill.—(Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 


FREF IMpoRTS AND SHIPPING TRADE. 


Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshir. ' 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
grave injury would be caused to the shipping industry and to other 
industries dependent thereon by the adoption of the changes in the 
existing fiscal system proposed by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham.”—(Mr. Osmond Williams.) 


Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkcaldy) 4% ns es .. 1619 
Mr. Rea (Gloucester) fis are ee .. 1625 
Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, E xchange) a “A x .. 1629 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) ae ia ee a .. 1632 
Mr. Bruce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. x os ‘a is she .. 1635 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ia oe 2s .. 1641 
Mr. /. A. Pease (Esser, Saffron W ‘alden) ae os x -» 1645 


(Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, grave injury would be caused 
to the shipping industry and to other industries dependent thereon by 
the adoption of the changes ia the existing fiscal system proposed by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for West Birmingham.—(Mr. 
Osmond Williams.) 


PusLic TRUSTEE AND Executor [ExPEssxs]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the charge upon the Consolidated 
Fund of such sums as may be required to make good liabilities arising out 
of the default of the Public Trustee or his officers appointed under any 
Act of the present session to provide for the appointment cf a Public 
Trustee and Executor, and to authorise the payment, out of moneys 


provided by Parliament, of the salaries and other expenses payable in 
pursuance of such Act.—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Resolution to be reported this day... a - -- a .. 1647 


ORDER OF BusINEss. 


The Parliamentary Secretary of the ait (Sir A. Acland-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) .. : - wie - .. 1647 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) a - 2 is a as 1647 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ‘A ’ me an os .. 1648 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at Seven minutes after Twelve o’Clock. 
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Rusheliffe), Mr. Swift MacNeill, and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stir- 


ling Burghs); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ws - in ES? 
UnvERFED ScHooL CHILDREN.—Questions. Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, 
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Mr. Findlay (Lancashire, N.E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour Le x. BESS 


TARIFFS AND SuippinG Depare.—Question, Mr. Lough ; Answer, Mr. Speaker .. 1739 
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UNANSWERED QueEsTIons.—Questions, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill, Mr. John Redmond, and Mr. MacVeagh; Answers, Mr. A. J. 


Balfour 1739 
SELEcTION (STANDING CoMMiTrEES).—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com 
mittee of Selection; That they had added the following Fifteen Members 
to serve on the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure, in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill :—Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien, Mr. James Henry Campbell, Mr. Long, Mr. Field, Mr. 
Money, Mr. Waldron, Mr. Harrington, Mr. Hayden, Mr. Bond, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien, Sir John Colomb, Mr. Thomas Herbert Robertson, Mr. Thomas 
Lorimer Corbett, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. Lonsdale. 
Report to lie upon the Table 7 - as ¥ ; .. 1740 


SeLtection (STaNpING ComMirrers)..-Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had discharged the following Member from 
serving on the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure, in respect of the Trades Unions and Trade Disputes Bill : 
—Mr. Attorney-General. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. oe oe 7 a + »- 1741 
NEW BILLS. 


Merchant Shipping (Scottish Trawlers) Bill—‘ lo apply sections four 
hundred and thirteen to four hundred and sixteen of The Merchant Ship- 
ping Act, 1984, to Scotland,” presented by the Lord-Advocate ; supported 
by Mr. Bonar Law; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 153.) .. a wi ts si a ae os 1742 
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read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. | Bill 155.] .. 1741 


Consolidated Fund (No 1) Bill. —{Tuirp Reavine.}—Order for Third Read- 


ing read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. - oa ‘i me 1742 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, ook « 1743 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland { 1 WwW alter Long, Bristol, S.) 1744 
Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, : : ‘f = «. 2 .. 1746 
Sir Harry Seton-Karr (St. Helens) se . r ” «« AGS 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) oi a4, ih .. 1769 
Mr. McCrae, Edinburgh, E. : i a ae as bes0 
The Secretary of State for the ( ‘olonie 28 (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and ‘ 
Leamington) a st Ee wa bbe 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) xs 24 $s .. L776 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) o = ne i, - .. L779 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Buryhs) i sf ae on .. 1783 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) A ce a 4 ce FEST 
oe Geo. White (Norfolk, NW.) .. ae x a ni a. H89 
Tr. Kearley (Devon port) os i sae a Phe ee oa FODS 
ot Duke (Plymouth) : : YY .. FES 
The Secretary to the Admiralty ( (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. V7 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) a Pt - ri oa Naat 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) ae a ~~ oa he .. 1sol 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) wa a aie ie is .. LSS 


And, it being Seven of the clock, Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the Order of 
the House of the 16th March, put that Question. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 248; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 93.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 


Suppy [297TH Marcu].—Resolutions reported. 


\rRMY EstIMATes, 1905-6, 


1. “ That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 221,300, all ranks, 
be maintained for the Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 
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* That a sum, not exceeding £4,630,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Supplies and Clothing, which will come in course of 
payment during the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 190°.” 


Xesolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. 7 - 2. DRO8 


Amendment proposed 
‘To leave out * 221.5000 and insert § 211.5002 °—(Mr. Courtenay 
Warner.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘221.3007 stand part of the said Resolution.” 
Sir Ellictt Lees (Birkenhead) en me oe ies a 2. P00 


An, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


Further Consideration of Second Resolution deferred till this Evening’s 
Sitting. 
EVENING SITTING. 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Consolidates Fund 
(No. 1) Bill, without Amendment ee ae as ae avs .. L810 


Suppiy [29TH Marcu] Report. 


Order read, for Further consideration of Second Resolution, ‘‘ That a sum. 
not exceeding £4,630,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for Supplies and Clothing, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire. Forest of Dean) os ie .. 1810 


eaeaet proposed— 
‘To leave out ‘ £4,630,000, and insert §£4.629.800. "—(Sir Charles 
ae 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £4,650,000° stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) — .. wy a i ~» £813 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; e as es .. 1814 
The Financial Secretary to the Wi ar + Office e (Mr. Brom'ey Dare: port, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) 3 i .. 184 
Mr. Theodore Taylor ein Re edeife oe ine : .. 1818 
Mr. Bel! aie vn s+ LSID 
Mr. Benn (Dev onport) sie oe ae Oe of af . 1820 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) ae is os a .. 1821 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 176; Noes, 137. (Division List No, 94.) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this louse doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Courtenay Warner 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 

Myr. Barran (Leeds, W.)  .. Pie 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) 
Mr. Bromley Davenport ; we 
Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) 
Mr. Lyel! (Dorsetshire, E.) 

Sir A. Hayter (Walsall!) 


Question put, 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 163. (Division List No. 95.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the Clock, Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 16th March, proceeded to put forth with the Ques- 
tions necessary to dispose of the Report of Vote A of the Army KEsti- 
mates. 

“That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland at Home and Abroad, ex¢luding His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, 
during the year ending on the 3lst dav of March, 1906.” 


To which an Amendment had been proposed [30th March], to leave out 
991,300," and insert “ 211,500.’—( Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Question put, * That * 221,500° stand part of the said Resolution.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 230; Noes, 175. (Division List No, 91.) 


Question put, “ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 228; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 97.) 


Resolution, which upon March 23rd was reported from the Committee of 
Supply, and which was then agreed to by the House, read, as followeth 


* That 129,000 officers, seamen, and boys be employed for the Sea and 
Coast Guard Services for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906, 
including 20,211 Royal Marines.” 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a Bill to provide, during Twelve 
Months, for the Discipline and Regulation of the Army ; and thet Mr. 
Secretary Arnold-Forster, Mr. Pretvman, and Mr. Bromley Davenport 
do prepare and bring it in. 


Army (Annual) Bill.—** To provide, during Twelve Months, for the Discipline 
and Regulstion of the Army,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 135.}. 
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Marine Insurance Bill.—[Srconp Reapine].—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. . oF es ms .. 1843 


MESSAGE TO ATTEND THE LORDS COMMISSION. 
The House went; and, being returned, 
Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1905 1844 
Marine Insurance Bill.—Question again proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 


Mr. Caldwell .. wis ass a ss os - er .. 1844 
The Attcrney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) we 1845 


And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Pusiic Trustee AND Execuror [Expenses ].—Resolution reported, “ That it is 
expedient to authorise the charge upon the Consolidated Fund of such sums 
as may be required to make good lianilities arising out of the default of the 
Public Trustee or his officers appointed under any Act of the present session 
to provide for the appointment of a Public Trustee and Executor, and to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys provided by Parliament, of the salaries 
and other expenses payable in pursuance of such Act.” 


Resolution agreed to se as s% ee we es oa .. 1845 
Nurses ReGIsrRaATION ComMITrerE.—Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the expediency of providing for the Registration of 
Nurses. 
Ordered, That Dr. Robert Ambrose, Major Kenneth Balfour, Mr. Charles 
Douglas, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Dr. Hutchinson, Mr. Mount, Lord Morpeth, 
Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Tennant, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, and Sir John Batty 


Tuke be members of the Select Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to serd for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, that Five be tne quorum.——(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) a .. 1846 


Adjourned at four minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 15th March, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GREAT NORTHERN (IRELAND) AND 
MIDLAND RAILWAYS BILL. 
Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Bill to insert the 
following clauses— 


The Midland Company shall, within 
three months after the expiration of each 
calendar year, prepare and forward to 
the Board of Trade a return showing 
with cespect to the Londonderry sec- 
tion -— 


(1) The capital expenditure made 
by them for the period covered by 
the return. 





(2) The receipts from traffic of all 
descriptions, the proportionate re- 
ceipts in respect of over-sea traffic | 


(5) The expenses incurred in work- 
ing the railway, divided under the 
heads prescribed in Table No. 12 of 
the First Schedule to The Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1868, general 
or other charges applicable to the 
whole of the Midland Company’s 
system being estimated. 


(4) A return of working stock as 
prescribed by Table No. 6 of the 
said schedule. 


(5) A mileage statement as pre 
scribed by Table No. 14 of the said 
schedule. 


(6) A train mileage statement as 
prescribed by Table No. 15 of the 
said schedule. 


The first return made under this sec- 
tion shall cover the period of eighteen 
months ending on the thirty-first day of 
December, one thousand nine hundred 
and six, 

The annual returns required from the 
company under Section 9 of The Regu- 
lation of Railways Act, 1871, and Sec- 
tion 52 of The Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act, 1888, shall distinguish separately 


being estimated where actual figures | the statistics relating to the Londonderry 


are not ascertained. 
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ascertained being estimated by the Mid- 
land Company.—(Mr. Lough.) 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 4). 

Mr. AGG-GARDNER reported from the 
Committee on Group A of Private Bills; 
That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Friday, at a quarter 
past Eleven o'clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS, 
FAIR RENT COURTS. 
Petitions for establishment; from 
Hackney ; and Woolwich ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Clifton; 
and West Bristol; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 13th March, 1905, granting to 
Walter James Cox, Sorting Clerk and 
Telegraphist, Coventry, a retiring allow- 
ance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
3oard of Trade respecting the Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Bill and 
the objects thereof [pursuant to Standing 
Order 158b]; referred to the Committee 
on the Bill. 

ARMY (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY). 

Copy presented, of Training Return of 
Imperial Yeomanry for 1904 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Belfast Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools—Reduction of Capitation Grant. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
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that the Belfast Corporation proposes to 
reduce the capitation grant of the local 
reformatory and industrial schools from 
2s. 6d. to 2s.; and, if so, whether he will 
take steps to prevent its being adopted, 
more especially as the existent grant in- 
volves an extra rate of only one-eighth 
of a penny in the £. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Lony.) The 
Government has no information that the 
fact is as stated in the first part of the 
Question. An agreement by a local public 
body to contribute towards the support 
of children in reformatory and industrial 
schools is made with the managers of 
these institutions and does not come in 
any way before the Executive for ap- 
proval, nor has the Executive any 
jurisdiction to interfere in the direction 
suggested in the Question. 


Water Supply of the Country. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS - (Ports- 


mouth): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to the alleged 
prospect of a general failure of the water 
supply of the country ; and whether the 
matter is engaging the attention of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Grant Lawson ) 
There does not appear to be any prospect 
of a general failure of the water supply 
of the country. There was a deficiency 
of rainfall during the year 1904, and 
it was continued during the first two 
months of the present year. This has 
caused a shortage of water in some 
parts of the country where the supply 
is obtained from superficial sources ; but 
the rain of the last few weeks may be 
expected to replenish these sources. 


Damage to Country Roads by Heavy 

otor Traffic. 

Mr. WILLIAM KESWICK (Surrey, 
Epsom): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to the 
damage done to country roads by 
reason of the increase in heavy 
motor and similar traffic, and to the 
consequent increase in the local rates 


| which the local authorities have to raise 
‘for the purpose of repairing such roads ; 
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5 Questions. 
and whether he will consider the ex- 
pediency of appointing a Commission to 
inquire and report whether such local 
authorities should not be relieved to some, 
and, if so, to what, extent from such 
extra expenses. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) It 
doubt the case that traffic of 
the kind referred to in the Question may 
do damage to country roads, and some 
complaints to this effect have been made 
to the Local Government Board. It 
would, however, be very difficult to 
ascertain to what extent the cost of road 
maintenance is directly attributable to 
this traffic, and I could not undertake to 
recommend the appointment of a Com- 
mission, as suggested, 


is ho 


The Clarke Estate, County Cork. 


Me. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he will state to whom the untenanted 
land ‘aequired by the Estates Commis- 
sioners on the Clarke Estate, county Cork. 
has been allocated; and whether, after 
provision is made for the evicted tenants 
ou the estate, preference will be given to 
the claims of evicted tenants in the 
immediate neighbourhood who are unable 
to obtain possession of their former 
holdings from the present occupiers. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Land Comnussion have no information as 
to the alleged proceedings to recover rent 
on the estate referred to, and no steps 
have been taken to initiate purchase 
negotiations in the case. 


Methylated Spirit Drinking in 
Londonderry. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the mischief wrought amongst 
the working classes in Derry city and 
county by the consumption of methylated 
spirit; and whether, in view of the con- 
sequences proceeding therefrom, he will 
take steps to have restrictions placed on 
the sale of this article, and to warn the 
people of the dangers arising from its use. 


‘Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
attention of the Board of Inland Revenue 
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has been directed to the practice of drink- 
ing methylated spirit in Londonderry. 
It is an offence under The Spirits Act, 
1880, to sell such spirit as a beverage. 
The officers of the Inland Revenue are 
using their best endeavours to procure 
evidence which will sustain proceedings 
under the Act in this respect, and the 
police have been instructed to afford 
them every assistance in the matter. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will state how many 
certificates of exemption from vaccination 
were granted during the year ending 
December 5lst, 1904, and how the figures 
compare with the two previous vears. 


( Answered by Mr. Gerald Baljour.) 
The returns made to the Local Govern- 
inent Board show the number of certifi- 
cates of conscientious objection received 
by the vaccination officers during the 
year. This number may be taken as 
substantially agreeing with the number 
granted during the year. The returns 
for 1904 are not quite complete, but the 
number of certificates received during 
that year may be stated approximately 
as 39,750. The numbers in 1902 and 
1905, respectively, were 33,632 and 37,259. 


Local Government Board's Boarding-out 
Orders. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether the 
Board have yet completed their rev’sion 
of the Boarding-out Orders which have 
been some months under consideration ; 
and, if so, when they will be published. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
new Order is in an advanced stage of 
preparation, and I hope that it may 
shortly be issued. 


Appointment of Sorting Clerks and 
Telegraphists in Dublin. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General if he can state 
what is the average number of appoint- 
ments made in Dublin annually to the 
position of sorting clerks and telegraphists; 
and can he say when he expects to be 
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7 Questions. 


able to appoint the large number of 
learners at present in Dublin. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
number of appointments made in Dublin 
to the position of sorting clerk and 
telegraphist fluctuates from year to year. 
The figures of the last four years are as 
follows :—- 








Males. Females. 
1901 - - 44 23 
1902. - - 60 14 
1903. - - | 58 9 
1904 - - | 1} 5 


| 


I regret that Iam unable to state when 
the learners now employed at Dublin 
may anticipate appointment, but I am 
now considering whether any measures 
calculated to improve the position of 
learners generally can be taken. 





Cost of Acquiring the National Tele- 
_— Companys Undertaking by the 
ost Office. 


Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 
setting aside the questions of maintenance 
of the plant and the expansion of the 
system, the Government obtained any 
estimate of the probable cost of acquiring 
the undertaking ot the National Telephone 
Company before entering into the 
provisional agreement; if so, what is 
the amount of any such estimate; and 
whether he will reconsider his decision 
not to enlarge the terms of the reference 
to the Select Committee. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) An esti- 
mate of the cost of acquiring the 
National Telephone Company’s under- 
taking in 1911 on the conditions proposed 
in he provisional agreement would be of 
no practical value at the present time if 
the questions of the maintenance and of 
the expansion of the system in the 
interval were not taken into account, and 
I did not obtain such an estimate. I 
see no necessity for enlarging the terms 
of reference. 


{COMMONS} 
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Irish Ordnance Survey: 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether the 
clerical and other work appertaining to 
the ordnance survey in Ireland has been 
as far as possible transferred to England ; 
and, if so, whether he will consider the 
advisability of having all this work done 
in Ireland under the charge of the 
Department of Agriculture. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The completion of some of the maps of 
Ireland has caused certain classes of 
work, particularly the engraving of hills 
and colour-printing, to fall too short to 
allow them to be carried out economically 
and efficiently in Ireland, and such 
work is now done at Southampton. 
But it would not be correct to say that 
the clerical and other work appertaining 
to the survey of Ireland is being, as far 
as possible, transferred to England, and 
there is no question of the adoption of 
such a course. The expenditure on 
survey work in Ireland has considerably 
increased in recent years, and now 
amounts to 42 per cent. of the whole. 
No change is contemplated in the exist- 
ing arrangements for the conduct of the 
survey. 


Increase in Number of Commissioners in 
Lunacy. 

Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s Universities): To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General if his attention has 
been drawn to the application made in 
the Report of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy to the Lord Chancellor for 
1904 for an increase to the number of 
the Commissioners on the ground that 
such addition is absolutely necessary, 
and is urgently needed for the efficient 
and satisfactory administration of the 
Lunacy Acts; and whether he can inform 
the House whether any steps are being 
taken to give effect to this application. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 
Attention has been drawn to the applica- 
tion referred to in the Question, and the 
subject is now under consideration by 
the Lord Chancellor and the Treasury. 

Towing of Disused Warships to 
ew Berths. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
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Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
commissioned cruisers were employed in 
towing to their new berths the less 
valuable warships recently set aside, and 
what amount of coal was expended by 
His Majesty’s ships in so towing them ; 
aud why this method was adopted instead 
of hiring tugs. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
reply to the first part of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the affirmative. 
[t is not possible to say, without calling 
for a special report, what amount of 
coal was expended by His Majesty’s 
ships employed on this service, but 
7.000 tons may be taken as an approxi- 
mate figure. This method was adopted 
as the cost incidental to the hire of tugs, 
and also of labour for working anchors 
and cables in mooring the ships after 
arrival, would have been greater than 
the cost of the coal consumed. In 
addition, the towing of these vessels 
afforded a most useful experience for 
the officers and crews of the towing ships. 


Allowances to Clerks in the Office of 

the Registrar-General of Seamen. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will explain why, in face of the 
Treasury reply to Mr. Cox, of November 
l%th, 1902, the allowances of £20 granted 
to abstractors (old class) in the General 
Register and Record Office of Shipping 
and Seamen in 1898, have not been 
extended to assistant clerks (new class) 
as has been the case in the Custom House, 
seeing that they are doing the same 
work for which the allowances were 
granted. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
arrangement by which certain of the 
abstractors (old class) in the office of the 
egistrar-General of Seamen were given 
an advance of £20 within their scale was 
temporary and was never intended to be 
applied to the assistant clerks (new 
class) in the office. The case of the 
assistant clerks (new class) in the Custom 
House is not analogous. 


Promotion of Assistant Clerks (New 
Class) in the Custom House. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
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view of the fact that no second-division 
clerks are employed in the Custom House, 
he will state what prospects of promotion 
are provided for the assistant clerks 
(new Class) in the same Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Assistant clerks in the Customs are 
eligible for occasional promotion, on 
the ground of exceptional merit, to the 
classes of: (1) Port clerks, who now 
fill the places formerly held by second- 
division clerks; and (2) Junior clerks 
in the statistical office. 


Mountmellick Town Commissioners and 
Fines imposed at Petty Sessions. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 

Ossory) : To ask Mr. Attorney-General for 

Ireland whether he can state what por- 

tion of the fines imposed at Mountmellick 

Petty Sessions go to the town com- 

missioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The only 
fines imposed at Mountmellick Petty 
Sessions which are payable to the town 
commissioners are those for the offence of 
drunkenness committed within the town- 
ship, contrary to the Licensing Act, 1872, 
Section 12. In such cases, where the 
town commissioners prosecute, the whole 
of the fine is payable to them; and when 
the police prosecute, half of the fine is 
payable to the town commissioners and 


half to the police. 


Fines Payable to Town Commissions. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether fines re- 
covered for offences committed within a 
township should yo to the town commis- 
sion in aid of local rates, irrespective of 
where the person charged resides; and 
whether the practice on this matter 
differs in an urban district. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) I shall be 
happy to give the hon. Member informa- 
tion on the subject if he will be good 
enough to give me specific instances of 
the cases to which the Question refers. 


India—Permission for Natives to bear 
Arms. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether soldiers of the 
native ruling chiefs in India are provided 
only with muzzle-loading rifles; and 
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whether, seeing that the Indian people are 
not allowed to provide themselves with 
firearms, and in view of the number of 
natives destroyed annually by tigers, 
lions, and wolves, he will state the 
number of lives so lost during the last 
five years, and say whether the Indian 
Government will permit the Indian 
people to bear arms for their protection. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
With the exception of the Imperial 
Service Troops, troops of the Native 
States are, generally speaking, not armed 
with breech-loaders, It is not the case 
that, as stated in the Question, the 
Indian people are not allowed to provide 
themselves with firearms. In India, as 
in this country, firearmsare not allowed 
to be possessed without a licence; but 
such licences are granted, when required 
for the purpose of destroying wild 
animals or for the protection of crops, 
free of charge. The number of persons 
returned as killed by tigers in British 
India during the last five years is 4,925, 
and by wolves 1,966; no deaths are 
shown as due to lions, of which there are 
very few in India. The number of free 
licences for firearms issued during the 
same period was 46,857, of which 37,678 
are reported to have been still in force 
in 1903. 


Ireland-—-Unprotected Railway Loading 
Banks for Cattle. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Treland whether he is aware 
that the attention of the Department of 
Agriculture in Treland has been directed 
by the Irish Cattle Traders and Stock 
Owners’ Association to the unprotected 
loading banks for live stock at various 
stations in Ireland, thereby causing pre- 
ventable suffering to the animals and loss 
to the owners; and whether the Depart- 
ment will take measures to compel the 
carrying companies to adopt a similar 
system of pens on cattle loading banks 
as at present in use onthe Liverpool 
station of the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway. 


Me. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the resolutions, passed at Irish Cattle 
Traders and Stock Owners’ Association 
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last Thursday, complaining of the want 
of proper accommodation for live stock in 
railway transit, especially with regard to 
the defective condition of many loading 
banks ; and whether he will communicate 
with the Department of Agriculture and 
cause inquiries to be made and improve- 
ments effected where necessary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The De- 
partment have not within a recent period 
received representations from the Irish 
Cattle Traders and Stock Owners’ Associa 
tion respecting the alleged unprotected 
condition of the loading banks at mor 
than one Irish station, and in that in- 
stance the matter is at present tlie 
subject of correspondence between the 
Department and the owning company. 
The association’s resolutions referred to 
in the second Question have not yet 
reached the Department. It would appear, 
however, from the reports in the news- 
papers that complaint was made at the 
meeting of the association on Thursday 
last of the unprotected state o! 
the loading banks for cattle at seventeen 
stations on two lines of railway. The 
Department learn from their transit staff 
that thirteen of these stations are provided 
with certain penning accommodation 
from which animals can be loaded into the 
trucks. This accommodation is in addi 
tion to the loading banks which are open 
platforms. The majority of these load- 
ing banks are used for general goods 
traffic as well as for animals, and might 
not be suitable tor all the purposes re- 
quired if protected in the way suggested. 
i.e., by erection along the banks of a series 
of gates or a special system of pens such 
as obtains at the Liverpool station men- 
tioned. There are, however, certain 
Trish railway stations at which a plan of 
this kind has been adopted at the sug- 
gestion of the Department. If specific 
instances of injury to animals due to the 
condition of any of the loading banks are 
brought under the notice of the Depart- 
ment inquiry will be instituted, and 
where the complaint is well founded 
representations will be made to the 
company concerned as regards the pro- 
vision of a remedy. But no case. for 
general compulsory action is deemed to 
arise. The principal companies have 


Within recent years spent large sums of 
money 


in the improvement of their 











13 Questions. 
arrangements for the cattle traffic, and 
further improvements are being made 
gradually as circumstances admit. 


Ireland—Remuneration of Jurors for 
Loss of Time, etc. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether he is aware that dis- | 


satisfaction exists in Ireland because 
jurors are compelled to attend on juries 
without any remuneration for loss of time 
or incidental or travelling expenses ; and 
whether he will introduce legislation to 
assist in remedying the present state of 
things. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Repre- 
sentations to the effect stated in the first 
part of the Question have been received. 
The law is uniform in the three Kingdoms. 
The reply, therefore, to the second inquiry 
is in the negative. 
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Emigration of British and Irish Subjects 
to the Colonies. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies how many persons of 
British and Irish origin have emigrated 
from the United Kingdom in the ‘last 
thirty years to settle in Canada, Australia, 
Tasmania, New Zealand, and South 
Africa. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
hon. and gallant Member will find figures 
with regard to the movements of pass- 
engers of British and Irish origin to and 
from British North America, Australia, 
and New Zealand, and Cape of Good Hope 
and Natal, from 1876 to 1905, on pp. 
167-169 of the second series of Memor- 
anda on British and Foreign Trade and 
Industrial Conditions [Cd. 2337] of 1904. 
The corresponding figures for 1904 





Passengers 
outwards. 


Balance outwards or 
inwards. 


Passengers 
inwards. 


British North America © - - 69 744 18,597 Outward 51,547 
Australia and New Zealand — - 15,762 8,670 Outward 5,092 
Cape of Good Hope and Natal - 26,681 27,651 Inward 970 





The destinations of the outward passen- | 


gers given are the countries in which | 


they contract to land, and not necessarily 
their ultimate destinations for purposes 
of settlement. 


Immigrants Refused Admission into 
ustralia. 


Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he can state the number of persons 
refused admission into the Commonwealth 
of Australia on the ground of being pro- 
hibited immigrants since the passing of 
the Immigration Restriction Act, 1901, 
the nations to which they belong and 
whence they came, and the grounds on 
which admission was refused. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have not at present the information 





the hon. Member’s Question, but I will 
ask the Governor-General for the 
particulars desired. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Floating Mines in the Gulf of Pe-chi-li. 
Str THOMAS DEWAR _ (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he is 
aware that floating mines in the Gulf of 
Pe-chi-li constitute a danger to shipping 
in Chinese waters, and cause much 
consternation amongst shipping firms at 
Tientsin; and will he communicate with 
the Commander-in-Chief of the British 
squadron on the China Station on the 
subject, or take such other action as he 
may deem necessary to secure the 


which would enable me to fully answer ' destruction of these mines. 
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Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- | 


ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The reply to the first part of 
the hon. Member’s Question is in the 
affirmative. The Commander-in-Chief has 
already been communicated with and has 
reported several cases in which mines 
have been sighted by His Majesty’s 
ships, As many as possible of these 
mines have been and will be destroyed. 


Anchorage for Disused Vessels. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty what 
are the names, tonnage, and description 
of the disused vessels sent, or to be sent, 
to the Clyde; and why is it that no 
suitable anchorage can be found for them 
except in the Kyles of Bute or the Holy 
Loch, 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Thirteen ships 
either have been, or will be, sent to the 
Clyde, the names and tonnage of which I 
am sending separately to the hon. 
Member, I fear that I can add nothing 
to the replies already given with regard 
to the second part of the Question. 


Mr. AINSWORTH: I shall take the 
earliest opportunity of calling attention 
to this matter. 


Portsmouth Church and Parsonage. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the purchase of a church and 
parsonage at Portsmouth, originally pro- 
vided under Vote 10 of the Navy 
Estimates of 1905-4, has now been 
charged to the Naval Works Loan Fund, 
what has been the amount paid, and to 
which sub-head of the schedule of the 
Naval Works Loan Act of 1905 has this 
been charged. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. ArrHur Ler, Hamp- 
shire, Fareham): The purchase of the 
church and parsonage referred to, for 
which provision was originally made 
under Vote 10 of the Navy Estimates 
1903-4, will be now provided for under 
the Naval Works Loan. It will be 
charged to the item ‘‘ Portsmouth Naval 
Barracks,” but the purchase has not yet 
been completed. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN: What the 


amount ? 


was 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: About £5,000. 
Inspector-General KF Forces—Report for 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg toask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he has received the Report 
of the Inspector-General of the Forces 
for 1904; and whether he intends to lay 
that Report before Parliament. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoxp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Report in question has been 
received by the Army Council, but it is 
not intended to make it public. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman give the House 
a summary of the Report ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, a 
summary of the Report might be mis- 
leading, and will not be published, nor 
can a promise be given to publish the 
Report at a future time. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Then 
is this important Report never to be 
published in any shape or form ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The essence 
of a Report of this kind is that it should 
not be made public. 


South African War Irregularities. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state who were the 
contractors who supplied 1,350,816 tins 
of jam for South Africa, each tin con- 
taining 12 ounces of jam instead of | |b. 
as per contract; who were the inspecting 
officials responsible for testing the delivery 
of the goods; whether the War Office has 
yet replied to the request of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General of 26th Apmil, 
1904, for further particulars on this and 
other cases of deficiency ; and, if so, what 
is the date and nature of the reply. 


The following Questions germane to the 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
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attention has been called to the state- ; 
ment at page xiii. of the Third Report | 
(1904) of the Committee of Public | 
Accounts, to the effect that, out of the | 
total sum granted, £1,255,000, to the | 


Imperial Yeomanry Committee during | 
the South African War, it appears that | 
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for more than one-third, £460,000, no | 


details or vouchers were produced; and 
whether, since the issue of the Report, 
28th July, 1904, any of these vouchers 
have been forthcoming. 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War what answer, if any, has been | 
sent to the query of the Comptroller- 


(renerai, as set forth in the Army Appro- 
priation Account, 1993-4, 
certain large sales and repurchases of 


respecting | 


forage by one and the same contractor | 
| on the sale of surplus jam after the South 


at the same station in South Africa, who 
bought oats from the Army at Ils. and 
sold oats to the Army at 17s. 10d. per 
100 lbs, 


Captain NORTON : 
Secretary of State 


[ beg to ask the 
for War what 


reply, if any, has been sent to the’ 
_ ment of the amount overcharged ; whethe ' 


query of the Comptroller-General in his 
Report upon the Store Accounts of the 
Army, 1903-4, respecting 1,550,816 tins 
of surplus jam sold at Durban, South 
Africa, held on charge as containing 1 |b. 
of jam each and found short of weight by 
+ ounces, 


Mr. 
borough) : 


LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 


Questions. 18 


for deterioration was in respect of forage 
supplied by the self-same contractor ; 
and why the contracts asked for in 
reference to these transactions have not 
been transmitted to the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. 


Mr. LEVY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War why the requests 
made by the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General during 1904 for copies of certain 
contracts for supplies of stores, ete., for 
the South African War have not been 
complied with; and whether it is the in- 
tention of the War Office to supply copies 
of these contracts to the Auditor-General. 


Mr. LEVY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the statement of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General that 


African War 1,550,816 tins supposed to 


‘contain 1 lb. of jam contained only 12 


ounces each; what percentage of the 
quantity supplied is represented by the 
1,550,816 tins ; who were the contractors 
who supplied this jam; what steps, 1 
any, have been taken to obtain repay- 


'these contractors are still on the list of 


(covernment contractors, if so, why have 


‘they not been removed from the list. 


State for War whether his attention has | : 
| 26th, 1904, as to the reported deficiency 


heen called to the statement of the 


“‘omptroller and Auditor-General that | 


: ae ae Bel 
the Director of Supplies in South Africa | 
' will he sav why an answer has not been 


from October, 1902, to December, 1903, 


disposed of stores which realised £474,000 | 
| tractor concerned. 


to three firms, two of whom were forage 
contractors to the Army; what was the 


loss to the Government by these sales; | 


who these contractors were ; 
they are still on the list of Govern- 
ment contractors; why oats and 
oat-hay, which had been purchased 
during January, 1903, at 17s. 113d. and 


between January and March, 1103 ; 
whether the amount of £21,252 


v= 


whether | 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): [ beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the War Office 
has addressed any reply to the letter 0° 
inquiry by the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General of Public Accounts, dated April 


of 537,704 lbs, of jam supplied to the 
War Office for South Africa; and. if not, 


sent; and what is the name of the con- 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
refer the hon. Members who have put 


| down Questions relating to the Report of 
'the Comptroller and Auditor-General to 


the Answer which I gave vesterdayf to 


the hon. Member for North Camberwell. 
l7s. 84d. per 100 Ibs., were sold to the | 
same contractor who supplied this forage | 
for 11s. and 10s. per 100 lbs. respectively | 


and | 
allowed | 


Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): The right hon. Gentleman did 
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not give the names of the contractors 
yesterday. Why does he refuse to give 
the House this information to-day ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As far as 
I am concerned, I do not think if 
that is made a special Question I can 
possibly interfere with the discretion 
of the House in dealing with it, if I have 
notice of the Question. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: That is 
my Questionon the Paper. 


Carratn NORTON: That very Ques- 
tion is asked. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I draw 
attention to the terms of my Question, 
which asks who are the contractors ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: TI rather 
regret these interruptions. I assure the 
House that there is no desire on the part 
of the War (Office to hold back informa- 
tion. I shall be happy to give the 
information to the hon. Member. 


SeveraAL HON. MEMBERS: Who are 
they? Read their names now. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: T beg to ask for 
the information now. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Iam afraid 
the only Answer I can give is that I have 
not at the moment got them with me. 
If the hon. Member desires to separate 
that part of the information desired from 
the rest of the Question I will gladly 
answer. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: TI will put. it 
down again. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
the part of my Question as to the name 
of the contractor, and also he has not 
answered why the War Office neglected to 
reply to the questions of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General of Public Accounts 
for many months, the Comptroller-General 
being the officer directly responsible to 
Parliament. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Delay in 
replying to the Auditor-Genera!’s  in- 
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quiries has been caused by references 
having had to be made to South Africa 
in the matter, and pending inquiries 
which are being made with a view of 
ascertaining the best means of preventing 
sich occurrences in future campaigns. 
The reply to the Auditor - General was 
delayed until this had been decided. 


Dr. 
Was: 
Auditor-General ? 
yet ? 


MACNAMARA: Mv Question 
When was the reply made to the 
"Has it been made 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
I think not. 


No, Sir, 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: Nearly 
a year’s delay! May Task when a reply 
will be sent to the Auditor-General ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The whole 
of this matter has been under inquiry 
at the War Office. It is under invest- 
gation at this moment, 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I understand 
that the War Office are new contem- 
plating the proper measures to prevent 
a recurrence of these incidents. But 
we want to know whether proper measures 
are being taken to punish the guilty 
persons? I think that is a proper 
Question. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite right. That 
is a proper Question. It is a matter 
that has not been neglected by the 
War Office. The moment I becam 
aware that there were anv incidents of 
this character I ordered a strict inquiry 
to made, That inquiry has been 
in progress for some time past—for four 
weeks. A larger question is that raised 
by the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. That, I understand, 
will be inquired into by the House. 
The House may rest perfectly assured 
we have not the slightest desire to shiel/| 
any person. or any other desire than 
to make the most careful, full, and 
searching inquiry into all the cireum- 
stances of this case, which, apparently— 
although I do not wish to pronounce 
ai opinion prematurely—have done no 
credit to the administration of this 


be 


campuign. 
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Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: We have 
not yet got the names of the contractors. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: T have 
asked permission to postpone that in- 
formation till to-morrow. [‘‘ Why ?”’] 


CapraIn NORTON: Are we, then, to 
understand from the right hon. Centle- 
nian’s reply that he only made an inquiry 
into this matter some four weeks ago ? 
[Cries of “No” and “ He said so.”’] 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
Will the Secretary of State for War also 
give the names of other contractors who 


are mentioned anonymously in the 
Auditor-General’s Report ? 

Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: I must 
ask for notice. 

MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight): This 
is Surely an unprecedented affair. [Cries 


of * Order.”] A Question on the Paper 
has not been answered, and no reason has 
been given why it was not answered. 
[Cries of ““No.”] It is obvious from the 
Answer given that the right hon. Gentle- 
man knows the names. He will not give 
the names. [*‘Order,”’ and cheers. | 


Indian and Foreign Drafts. 

*Sir J. DICKSON POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state the total number of drafts, 
whose term of service will expire within 
the next two years, that have been sent 
to all stations, Indian and foreign re- 
spectively, within the past six months. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is im- 
possible to state exactly the number of 
such men whose service expires in the 
next two years without reference to every 
unit concerned. The number who em- 
barked during the trooping season just 
ended, with less than two years service 
to complete, was for India 4,610, and for 
the Colonies 965. 


Pauper Soldiers’ Pensions. 

*Me. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): T beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Private 
Willison, late 80th Regiment, was dis- 
charged in 1878 from the Army as 
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medically unfit in consequence of injuries 
received while on military duty, and is 
now ar inmate in Craiglockhart Poor 
House, Edinburgh, and that under the 
Army and Naval Pensioners Act the 
whole of his pension is appropriated by 
the Poor Law authorities; and, if so, 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of permitting the Poor Law authorities 
to allow at least a penny per day out of 
their pensions to veterans so situated for 
their personal use. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : This matter 
rests entirely in the hands of the local 
authorities, who have a claim to the 
whole pension, as it is less than the cost 
of his maintenance. I aim afraid, there- 
fore, that I am not in a position to take 
the action suggested in the Question. 


Report on Egyptian State Railways. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that the publication of the Report on 
Egyptian State Railways by Lord Farrer, 
Major le Breton, and Mr. Bury in an 
abbreviated form has caused dissatisfac- 
tion in Egypt, and will he consider the 
expediency of recommending the Govern- 
ment of Egypt to publish the complete 
Report, so that the people may have an 
opportunity of making themselves fully 
acquainted with the labours of the Com- 
mission ? 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY © oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): No, Sir, no in- 
formation of the kind has _ been 
communicated to us by the Egyptian 
Government. 


North Sea Incident-—Cost of the Inquiry 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he can state approximately what were 
the British costs at the inquiry at Paris 
into the North Sea incident; by whom 
these costs will be paid; and whether 
any negotiations are now proceeding with 
Russia on matters arising out of the North 
Sea incident. 


Eart PERCY: It is impossible to 
give even an approximate estimate of 
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from various quarters have not yet been 
received. The expenses of the presenta- 
tion of the British case to the Commis- 
sion will be borne by His Majesty’s 
Government ; and the expenses incurred 
by the Commission in organising its staff 
and in conducting the investigations will 
be shared equally by His Majesty’s 
Government and the Russian Govern- 
ment in accordance with Article VIII. of 
the Declaration signed on November 
25th, 1904. The answer to the last para- 
graph is in the negative. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: As re- 
regards the Answer to the last sentence in 
the Question, may I ask whether we are 
to understand that the Government 
regard the matter as being finally closed 
by the payment of the indemnity ? 


Eart PERCY: 


aware. 


Yes, as far as I am 


Floating Mines in the Gulf of Pe-chi-li. 

Stir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
called to the danger to British shipping 
in Chinese waters through floating mines 
in the Gulf of Pe-chi-li; and can he see 
his way to co-operate with other Powers 
to secure their destruction. 


Eart PERCY: We are in communi- 
cation with the Japanese Government on 
the subject. 


Lost Dogs in the Metropolis. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask ‘the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if he will state the number 
of dogs removed by the police from 
the streets of the Metropolis during 
the year ending 31st December last, the 
number taken to the Dogs’ Home, Batter- 
sea, the number restored to the owners 
by the police, and the number sold by 
the police; and is it the practice of the 
police to communicate with the owner 
when the name and address is given on 
the dog’s collar. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


rHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Dovue.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : During 
the year ended on the 31st December | 
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the British costs at present, as accounts | 
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last 27,994 dogs were removed by the 
Metropolitan Police from the streets of 
the Metropolis. 23,261 of these were 
taken to the Dogs’ Home at Battersea by 
the police; and the Home subsequently 
restored 1,092 of them to their owners. 
4,181 dogs were restored to their owners 
by the police. None of the dogs seized 
were sold by the police. It is the practic» 
of the police to communicate with the 
owner when his name and address is 
given on the dog’s collar. 


Overtime Order No. 1696. 

Me. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department why, 
before drafting the Order No, 1,696, he 
did not ascertain directly from the opera- 
tives concerned what their views were; 
whether he is aware that the trade union 
concerned is opposed to the legislation of 
the overtime, and also that the Belfast 
Trades Council has passed a resolution 
against the Order; and that on an 
application being made by the non- 
textile members of the union concerned 
to the Secretary of State seven or eight 
years ago to abolish overtime for women 
altogether, one of the women factory 
inspectors was sent to Belfast to inquire, 
and that her report was in favour of 
further reduction. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Inquiries 
were made, and it was reported to me 
that the operatives immediately con- 
cerned would strongly object to the 
abolition of the practice, which was of 
many years standing. No complaint in 
regard to the practice has at any time 
been made to me, either by any of the 
operatives affected or by the Belfast 
Trades Council; and, as I stated in reply 
to the hon, Member’s previous Question,f 
before the Order was formally made it 
was published in draft, as required by 
the Act, with a view to giving opportunity 
for objections to be made, but no objec- 
tions were received. The inquiry to 
which I think the hon. Member must be 
alluding in the last paragraph of his 
Question was an inquiry into a different 
branch of the industry, and on quite 
a different matter, not overtime, but 
employment outside the factory or 
workshop. 





t See (4) Debates, exli., 470. 











bo 
Cu 


Questions. 


Wages in the Post Office Factories. 

Mr. SHACKLETON: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster - General whether he 
is aware that skilled mechanics have had 
to leave the employ of the postal factory 
through not receiving trade union rates, 
and will he take steps to ensute that 
where piece-work is insisted upon skilled 
meu Shall not receive less than the trade 
uiion rate of wages; and also, is he 
aware that at the present time skilled 
mechanics of many years service are not 
receiving the trade union rate of wages 
when working day-work. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
J am not aware that skilled mechanics 
have left the Post Office factories 
because they have not received trade 
union rates of pay; and [am not pre- 
pared to take steps in the direction 
indicated by the hon. Member. The 
men employed in the factories work 
only forty-eight hours a week; they 
get holidays with full pay; and when 
sick they get “sick” pay. 1 believe 
that they regard the terms of employ- 
ment as satisfactory, and thereis no 
difficulty in getting good workmen to 
enter the service. 


The Post Office Factory at Holloway. 

Mr. SHACKLETON: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he can 
state the cost of supervision, examina- 
tion, and distribution in relation to the 
actual cost of production of instruments 
at Holloway Factory. 


Lorp STANLEY: A large part of the 
work done in the factories is not 
production, but repair; and it would be 
difficult accurately to apportion the cost 
of supervision, while the cost of examina- 
tion and distribution is common to both 
instruments made in the factories and 
those made outside. 


Mr. SHACKLETON: Would it not 
be to the interest of the Department to 
know the facts I have asked for ? 
STANLEY : not 


Lorp co 


think so. 


No, I 


Mr. SHACKLETON: Ch! 
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Cape Mails. 

Str CHARLES McLAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether the present 
arrangement whereby the outward Cape 
mail leaves Southampton about one 
o’clock on Saturday afternoon, while the 
incoming mail is delivered in London a 
few hours later on the same day is to be 
continued, whereby a week must elapse 
before answering letters can be despatched 
by the Post Office authorities; whether 
he has made inquiries to ascertain it the 
Union-Castle Company could accelerate 
speed so as to secure the arriva! of the 
incoming mail on Thursday night or Fri- 
day morning were they required to do so; 
and whether he will make such arrange- 
ments as will improve the postal service 
in this respect. 


Lorp STANLEY: The arrangement 
of the mail service to and from South 
Africa is not correctly described in the 
Question. The mails for South Africa do 
not leave London un‘il 2.10 p.m. on 
Saturdays; and the Cape Mail Packets 
leave Southampton some three hours 
later. In the homeward direction, Packets 
are due at Southampton on Saturday 
morning ; and on about three Saturdays 
out of four the mail from South Africa is 
delivered in the city of London early 
enough in the morning for replies to be 
sent by the outgoing Cape Packet on the 
same day. The service is performed by 
the Union-Castle Company under a con- 
tract with the Cape Government extend- 
ing to the year 1910; and I am not aware 
that the Cape Government contemplates 
any change in it. Not being ina position 
to alter the service myself, I have not 
made inquiries on the point of speed re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member; nor, so 
long as the stipulations of the contract 
are carried out, is there any ground on 
which I can press upon the Cape Govern- 
ment the arrangement of conditions more 
arduous for the contractors and, therefore, 
probably more expensive. 


West African Fishing and Curing 
tations. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture, as representing the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries, whether his 
attention has been called to the success of 
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the French Mission for establishing fish- 
ing and curing stations on the West Coast 
of Africa, with the view of finding re- 
munerative employment for French fisher- 
men ; and whether he, in conjunction with 
the Scotch Fishery Board, will consider 
the possibility of similar Missions for the 
benefit of British fishermen. May I con- 
gratulate the hon. Gentleman on his 
recent promotion ? 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aitwyn 
FreLLowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : I 
thank the hon. Gentleman. No infor- 
mation has reached me as to the French 
Mission to which the hon. Member refers. 
I will endeavour to obtain information re- 
specting it, and communicate further with 
the hon. Member. I should doubt, how- 
ever, whether the establishment of fishing 
and curing stations on the West Coast of 
Africa would be of much advantage to 
British fishermen. 


Registrar of Friendly Societies and Post 
Office Savings Bank Depositors. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he is aware that the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies is empowered to 
compel depositors in the Savings Bank 
to attend before him and answer for the 
means by which their deposits were pro- 
cured; and further, seeing that this 
practice causes inconvenience and often 
expense to the depositors, will he take 
steps to have this alleged grievance 
removed, or, in the alternative, defray all 
personal] and travelling expenses. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
rHeE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I understand 
that the Chief Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, when communicating with 
depositors in cases of dispute relating to 
Savings Bank deposits, informs them 
that they may give evidence by Statutory 
Declaration should they not desire to 
attend personally. 


United States Tariff-—-Concessions to 
France, Germany and Italy. 
Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade if he will state what were the 
valuable concessions in the tariffs of the 
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French, German, and Italian Govern- 
ments which induced the President of 
the United States to admit certain French, 
German, and Italian articles of produce 
at a lower scale of duties than is levied 
upon the same articles when made in 
this country ; if he will state what were 
the duties, if any, levied by this country 
upon the articles of American produce 
set out in the Reciprocity Treaties made 
by the United States with the French, 
German, and Italian Governments; and 
if he can hold out any prospect of this 
country obtaining the advantages of the 
most-favoured-nation clause from the 
United States Government under present 
conditions. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tro tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): The concessions referred to 


are embodied in the commercial agree- 
ments between the countries rejerred to. 
which the hon. Member can coasult at 
the Board of Trade. All the articles of 
American produce on which concessions 
are granted under these agreements are 
admitted free into the United lingdom, 
except certain classes of dried fruits 
which are dutiable at the rate of 7s. per 
ewt. I am notin a position to answer 
the last part of the Question. 


“Labour Gazette.” 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of ‘Trade il 
there is any objection to placing a file 
of the Labour Gazette in the Library 
of the House for the convenience of 
Members who wish to refer to it. 

Mr. BONAR LAW: Conies of the 
Labour Gazette will be supplied in future 
to the Library and Reading Room. 


The German Tariff. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: | beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade ii 
he will grant a Return showing in 
parallel columns the rates of duty in the 
new German tariff, as originally drafted 
and as finally decided, upon the articles 
of special interest to British trade which 
were enumerated in the Report [Cd. 
2044] of the Advisory Committee on 
Commercial Intelligence, so that it may 
be seen what concessions, if any, have 
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been made to the representations to the 
(ferman Government recommended by 
that Committee. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: A Return relat- 
iny to the new German tariff, as amended 
by treaties, has been laid upon the Table 
and will, it is hoped, be in the hands of 
hon. Members in the course of a few 
days. This will afford the hon. Member 
the means of obtaining the information 
he desires. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): And can 
we have in parallel columns the rates of 
wages and hours of labour of German 
workers 2 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Higher Education of Nurses. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
isk the Secretarv to the Board of Trade 
whether the President will withhold his 
decision as to granting a licence to the 


Society for Promoting the Higher 
Education of Nurses until the Select 


Committee appointed by this House to 
inquire into the registration of nurses 
has reported. 


Mr. BONAR LAW; The Board of 
Trade propose to hear both the appli- 
cants for,and the objectors to, the grant of 
a licence to the Society for Promoting 
the Higher Education of Nurses, and 
until after such hearing do not propose 
to come to any decision as to postpone- 
ment or otherwise. 


Cost of Providing Books, etc. for Religious 
Instruction in Non-provided Schools. 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 

W.R.,Morley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether, 
having regard to the promise given by 
the First Lord of the Treasury on 
October 17th, 1902, that as the education 
authority controlled only secular educa- 
tion it should not be called upon to pay 
for the books or other apparatus neces- 
sary for the religious instruction in non- 
provided schools, he will take steps to 
see that the terms of this promise are 
carried out in all cases brought to their 
notice. 
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THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witti1amM Anson, Oxford University) : 
No local authority has been called upon 
by the Board of Education to pay for 
books or other apparatus required for the 
purposes of denominational instruction 
given in voluntary schools, and the 
Board has offered no encouragement to 
managers to press for such payments. 


Secondary School Regulations. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether the Board now pro- 
pose to withdraw the particular regula- 
tions for education other than elementary 
which prescribe fees and restrict the 
proportion of free places; and, if so, 
whether this withdrawal is to be effected 
by Minute operating during the currency 
of the existing issue of the Board’s book 
of regulations for such schools. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I think that 
the hon. Member is mistaken as to the 
character of the regulations. Regula- 
tion 25 of the Secondary School Regula- 
tions is of a very general character, and 
it prescribes no minimum fee. There is 
no regulation fixing a minimum number 
of free places. No modification of the 
regulations, therefore, appears to be 
necessary. 


Marylebone and Brompton County 
Courts. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if his attention has been called to the 
delay in the trial of cases at the Maryle- 
bone and Brompton County Courts; and, 
if so, will he say what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): The 
business at these two Courts is very 
heavy, and it is only by great care that 
the list is kept down. On account of ill- 
health of the Judge two deputies were 
appointed last month, and Iam informed 
that there are now practically no arrears, 
as cases can be entered for trial within 
one month of the issue of the plaint—a 
period which cannot be considered un- 
usually long. 
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Mr. WEIR: Then is it not intended : 
to take any steps to deal with this ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Yes, two 
deputies have been appointed. 


Mr. WEIR : Young inexperienced men. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I am told 


they are thoroughly competent. 


Mr. WEIR: 
reverse, 


And I am told the 


Island of Lewis—Medical Inspection. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, in view of the fact that no 
medical inspector from the Local Govern- 
ment Hoard has visited the Island of 
Lewis, will he state on how many 
occasions the medical officer of health 
for Ross and Cromarty has visited the 
island during the last five years; the 
time he spent in the island; and the 
names of the districts visited. 


*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dicksox, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
medical officer has visited the island four 
times since January Ist, 1900. On each 
occasion he stayed from twenty-four to 
forty-eight hours and saw all the local 
medical officers, but did not visit all the 
four parishes into which the island is 
divided. 


Crofter Holdings in Ross-shire. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether any land has_ been 
secured in Ross-shire for the creation of 
crofter holdings since the issue of the 
last Report of the Congested Districts 
Board; and, if so, will he state the 
locality, acreage, and the number of new 
holdings created or to be created. 


*Mr, SCOTT DICKSON: The Answer 
to the hon. Member’s Question is in the 
negative. 


Boat Cove, County Kerry. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 


to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
can he state when work will be resumed 
at Boat Cove slips, county Kerry; and 
whether provision will be made for con- 
structing a breakwater off the rocks | 
outside it. 
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THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): The Congested Districts Board 
have recently expended a sum of £36] 
on the extension of the boat-slip at Glen 
Boat Cove. It is not intended to incur 
any expenditure on the construction of 
a breakwater. 


Dredging at Kenmare. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland, whether 
he is aware that, owing to the state of 
the channel at Kenmare, a vessel belong- 
ing to Messrs. Russell went aground on 
March 6th ; and whether, seeing that a 
Government dredger is now at Fenit, 
arrangements can be made for utilising 
the dredger at Kenmare. 


Mr. ATKINSON: On March 6th a 
vessel grounded near the jetty at Ken- 
mare. The engagements of the Govern- 
ment dredger are such as to make it 
improbable that she can be employed at 
Kenmare in the near future. 


Irish Cattle Industry—Uaprotected Load- 
ing Banks at Railway Stations. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
attention of the Department of Agricul- 
ture in Ireland has been directed by the 
Irish Cattle Traders and Stock Owners’ 
Association to the unprotected loading 
banks for live stock at various stations 
in Ireland, thereby causing preventable 
suffering to the animals and loss to the 
owners, and whether the Department 
will take measures to compel the carrying 
companies to adopt a similar system ot 
pens on cattle loading banks as at present 
in use on the Liverpool station of the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
has an unstarred Question on to-day’s 
Paper which deals with the matters 
referred to in this Question. It will be 
more convenient to give a printed reply 
to both Questions, and with the hon. 
Member’s permission I will adopt this 
course. I have communicated to him a 
copy of the reply that will appear on the 
Votes Paper to-night. 
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Outrages in County Galway Costello's 
Case. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
| beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland if he is aware that, in October, 
1904, four shots were fired into the house 
o! Patrick Costello, at Ballymaeward, 
county Galway; that, on the night of 
Sunday, February 26th, 1905, 650 yards 
of solidly-built walls surrounding Cos- 
tello’s grazing farm at Killivaun were 
thrown down by a party of men, thus 
rendering the farm useless for grazing 
purposes; that the cause of these out- 
rages was that Costello had taken steps 
to have a judicial rent fixed in opposition 
to the wishes of the United Irish League 
in the district; and what steps the 
(‘overnment are taking to deal with 
outrages of this kind. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Shots, apparently 
from a revolver, were fired into the house 
of Patrick Costello on the evening of the 
October 30th last. Costello stated that 
four shots were fired, but the police could 
ouly find traces of two, On the night of 
the February 26th, about 600 yards of 
a wall on the farm held by Costello were 
thrown down. The police are pursuing 
their investigations in the matter, and I 
am unable at present to make any state- 
ment in respect to the causes to which 
the outrages are attributed. The con- 
dition of this district is receiving the 
earnest attention of the Government. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
lid the hon. Member get his information 
from Lord Ashtown, the most notorious 
newsmonger in Ireland ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Am I to 
understand that none of the large party of 
men engaged in this outrage have been 
discovered 2 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): Is the 
right hon, Gentleman aware that a bailiff 
in the employment of the landlord was 
caught firing shots the other night ? 


{No Answer was returned. | 


VOL. CXLill. [Fourru Sertes.] 


115 Marea 1905} 


| trict. 
‘my hon. friend the Member for the 
district is asking whether recently an ex- 
sergeant of police was not convicted for 


/tion that he was 
' offence. 
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Athenry Outrage. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if he is 
aware that four shots were fired into the 
house of Thomas Curran, butcher, in the 
main street of Athenry, between seven 
and eight o’clock on the evening of the 
6th inst., because he refused to obey the 
order of the local branch of the United 
Irish League to surrender some grazing 
farms held by him in the district ; where 
was the police patrol at the time of the 
outrage; what steps did they take to 
bring the perpetrators to justice ; and how 
many persons have been arrested in 
connection with the matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Four revolver shots 
were fired at the house of Thomas Curran 
on the evening of the 6th instant. The 
police extracted two of the shots from 
the wooden shutter of Curran’s shop 
window and picked up a third bullet 
from the ground. Shortly before this 
occurrence he received a letter from the 
local branch of the United Irish League 
requesting him to surrender a grazing 
farm which he held. A police patrol was 
on duty at the time in another part of 
the town. No arrests have vet been 
made, but the police are using their best 
exertions to trace the offenders. I can- 
not at the present stage make any state- 
ment in reference to the motives attri- 
buted for the outrage. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway,S.): Is it not 
the fact that an ex-sergeant of police 
was convicted some time ago of using fire 
arms in the dead of night ? 


*Vr. SPEAKER: I understand the 
hon. Member is now putting a Question 
a8 to some other offence ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND  (Water- 
ford): No, Sir, this is a Question which 
/casts an aspersion on a whole dis- 


It ‘alleges a serious crime, and 


this very offence. 


: There is no founda- 
convicted for this 


Mr. ATKINSON 


B 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
similar offence. 


I meant a 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have no informa- 
tion. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): Was it not on one occasion 
ruled by Mr. Speaker Peel that Questions 
affecting private character could not be 
put without notice and under circum- 
stances which afforded no immediate 
opportunity of answer ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is an 
aspersion on the decision of the Chair. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: And 
by a Deputy-Chairman too. 


[The Question was not answered. ] 


Moyvilla Outrage. 

*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : I beg to ask 
Mr, Attorney-General for Ireland if he is 
aware that on the night of February 23rd, 
1905, 500 yards of double walls were 
thrown down on a grass farm known as 
Moyvilla, in county Galway, belonging to 
Patrick Costello, because he refused to 
surrender it to be divided up amongst 
the surrounding tillage farms; whether 
the police have arrested any of the 
perpetrators of this outrage; and what 
steps the Government have taken, or 
intend to take, in the matter. 


Mr, ATKINSON: It is the fact that 
on the night of February 25rd about 460 
yards of a stone wall on the farm referred 
to were thrown down. Pending the 
further investigations that are now being 
made in the matter I am unable to 
ascribe a motive for this outrage. I am 
informed that shortly before this occur- 
rence Patrick Costello received a letter 
purporting to come from the local branch 
of the United Irish League asking him to 
surrender the farm on May Ist next, and 
that Costello replied, declining to do so. 
No arrests have as yet been made. The 
police, however, are making every effort 
to detect the offenders, and the condition 
of the district is receiving the very care- 
ful attention of the authorities. 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Arising out 
of these three Questions, will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the advisability of 
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recommending the new Chief Secretary to 
put the Crimes Act in force in this 
district ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : Wil! 
any effort be made by the authorities at 
Dublin Castle to suppress the United 
Irish League in this district ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be 
given of that. 


Education of Chancery Wards. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down,S8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he can state ,if the children of 
the late William John Loughrey, of 
Camnish, Limavady, county Derry, are 
still within the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Chancerv ; whether, in view of the fact 
that the father and mother were married 
by a Catholic clergyman, that the fathe: 
died in communion with the Catholic 
Church, and that the mother is a Catholic, 
he can state if the children are being 
educated as Catholics and in a Catholic 
institution, and whether the mother has 
access to her children. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed by 
the Registrar of the Court of Chancery 
that these children are still within the 
jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor, I 
have no information as to the remaining 
statements in the Question, but I under- 
stand that the children are being edu- 
cated, by the Lord Chancellor’s order, 
in a Presbyterian institution, The 
matter is not one in which the Executive 
Government can interfere. 


Me. MACVEAGH: Is that a matter 
over which the Lord Chancellor has con- 
trol? Is it legal for children to be 
brought up in a different religion to that 
professed by the parents ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A mere question 
of law should not be asked. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I thought the 
right hon. Gentleman knew the law. | 
apologise for asking him. ° 


Newport Police Surgeon. 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that Dr. Gill, of Westport, county 
Mayo, who until lately held the position 
of dispensary doctor and surgeon to the 
police at Newport, in the same county, 
was asked by the police authorities to 
resign the latter appointment on changing 
his residence to Westport; and can he 
stute why he was compelled to give up 
tue police appointment, 


Mr. ATKINSON: Dr. Gill has been 
appointed dispensary medical officer at 
Westport, the duties of which will 
necessitate his daily attendance at the 
dispensary there. He could not, in the 
circumstances, properly discharge the 
duties of medical attendant to the police 
at Newport, Mulranny, and Glenhest, 
which are a considerable distance from 
Westport, and was consequently required 
to resign the latter position. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Why was Dr. Gill 
asked to resign and a doctor in the same 
town not appointed to succeed him ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : They were different 
appointments. 


Dr. AMBROSE: I am speaking of the 
police appointment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The new appoint- 
ment at Westport necessitated daily 
attendance and he could not cover the 
police duty. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Surely a_ police 
surgeon is bound to live within the dis- 
trict ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I daresay. 


Dr. AMBROSE: I will put another 
Question down. 


Irish National Education Rules. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether it is the intention 
of the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion in Ireland to enforce Rule 127 (b) as 
given in the revised edition of 1905; and 
whether, in view of the disapproval of the 
proposed rule expressed by managers and 
teachers and to the probable effect of such 
in replacing trained male teachers by 
women teachers, he will order its with- 
drawal. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The Government 
are in communication with the Com- 
missioners on the subject of this rule, 
and I would ask the hon. Member to 
postpone his Question until Monday next. 


Thompson-Orpen Estate—Threatened 
Evictions. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a copy 
of a resolution passed uaanimously by 
the Millstreet Rural District Council, 
protesting against the thre :tened evictions 
on the Thompson-Orpen Estate in that 
district, and requesting the Chief Secretary 
to refuse to lend the forces of the Crown 
in Carlying out eviction proceedings; and 
what steps he intends to take in respect 
to the request of the local representative 


body. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The resolution has 
been received. [ have already informed 
the hon. Member that the Executive are 
bound in law to afford protection to the 
sheriff in the execution of the King’s 
writs. 


Mr. FLYNN: But is not this a case 
for administrative solution 2 


Mr. ATKINSON: We are bound by 
law to give the protection asked for. 


Lord de Freyne’s Estate. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Irish Congested Districts Board has pur- 
chased the estate of Lord de Freyne in 
the counties of Roscommon, Galway, and 
Sligo; and, if so, whether he can state 
the total purchase money and the number 
of years purchase for the different 
classes of tenants, also the particulars of 
the arrears, current rent, and untenanted 


land, 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not yet ina 
position to give the information desired. 
Negotiations are still proceeding. 


Irish Public Works Dredger. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
dredger, the cost of which was provided 
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out of the Development Fund Grant last 
year, has vet been constructed ; and, if 
not, when it will be ready for use. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The dredger has 
been constructed and is in use. 


Mr. CLANCY: Where, and how long ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: I must ask for 


notice. 


Irish Railway System Reform. 


Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland if he can state the nature of the 
Canadian railway system on which it 
was suggested, in the letter of the late 
Chief Secretary for Ireland to Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, that reform in the Irish 
railway system might be modelled. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have no informa- 
tion in the matter. 


Mr. HAYDEN: This information is 
important for the debate to take place 
to-night. It is within the power of the 
Executive Government to give it. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The actual railway 
system is not stated in the correspond- 
ence. 


Valuation of Licensed Premises in Ireland. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny,N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that The Inland Revenue 
Act, 1880, Section 43, authorised, for 
the purpose of the assessment on licensed 
premises of Excise licence duties, the addi- 
tion of 20 per cent. as an addition to the 
valuation of such premises in Ireland 
alone as valued under The Irish Valua- 
tion Act, 1852; that such addition was 
authorised on the ground that such 
premises were not then v lued under the 
Valuation Act on the same level as 
similar premises in England; that the 
recent decision of the Irish Court of 
Appeal in the case of Armstrong v. the 
Commissioners of Valuation will hence- 
for.h compel the valuxtion of licensed 
premises to be made on the same 


principles as in England, the Govern 
ment will insist on the addition to the 
valuation for Excise purposes which is 
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authorised by the Act of 1880; and 
whether, if necessary, an amendment 
will be made in the law by which such 
addition may be made. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This is not a matter 
for determination by the Irish Executive. 
But I am informed by the Board of 
Inland Revenue that in assessing licence 
duty on public-houses, it is not the 
intention of the Board to add the 20 per 
cent., or any portion thereof, authorised 
by the 43 Section (7) of the 43 and 44 
Vict. cap. 20., to the Poor Law Valua- 
tion in the case of a new general valua- 
tion such as that made some time ago 
for Belfast, where the new valuation 
represents the true annual value of the 
licensed premises, and intimation to this 
effect has been given to the Commissioner 
of Valuation. It is not proposed to 
disturb the existing system in other 
cases. No change in the law is_ there- 
fore necessary. 


County Down Deputy-Lieutenancy. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: TI beg. .to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Marquess of Londonderry, as __lord- 
lieutenant of the county of Down, has 
recommended the appointment, as deputy- 
lieutenant of the county, of Colonel 
Wallace, the Grand Master of the Orange 
Lodges of Belfast; and whether it is 
intended to accept the nomination. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The appointment 
of persons to fill the office of deputy- 
lieutenant of counties is vested by the 
30th Section of the Militia Act, 1882, 
in His Majesty’s lieutenants of counties, 
subject to the approval of the Lord- 
Lieutenant. In the present instance the 
Marquess of Londonderry appointed 
Colonel Wallace as deputy-lieutenant of 
the county Down, and the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant signified his approval of the 
appointment. I am not aware that 
Colonel Wallace is a Grand Master of 
the Orange Society, but in any case his 
connection with that society is not a 
statutory disqualification for the appoint- 
ment. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Is it not the fact 
that Lord Londonderry has refused to 
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appoint one Catholic magistrate for the 
whole of county Down ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is not 
this noble Lord the Minister for Educa- 
tion, and is he not supposed to hold the 
seales equally for all parties ? 


|No Answer was returned. ] 


Post Office Liabilit 
Postal Orders. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he is aware that on 
the 14th September last postal orders 
amounting to £1 12s. 6d. wer2 procured 
and posted in a letter addressed to a 
person in Belfast by a Miss Graham at 
Springfield Post Office, county Fer- 
imanagh, that the person to whom the 
orders were sent never received the letter, 
and that the orders were cashed in two 
different post offices in Belfast on the 
17th September and the person’s name 
to whom payable forged thereon; and if 
he will undertake to have the value of 
the orders refunded to Miss Graham. 


for Undelivered 


Lorp STANLEY : I am aware of the 
mentioned. The orders were en- 
closed in an unregistered letter, and the 
regulation printed on the face of the 
orders which requires the remitter to fill 
in the name of the payee was not com- 
plied with. In view of the want of 
precaution shown, I should not be 
justified in paying Miss Graham the value 
of the orders. 


case 


Mr. MITCHELL: Am I to understand 
nothing will be done to refund the 
money ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. Certain 
instructions are issued with regard to 
orders, and if they are not fulfilled I 
cannot see that any obligation rests on 
the Post Office. 


Ballyconnell Post Office Staff. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General what is the 
ccnstitution of the staff at Ballyconnell 
Post Office, county Cavan, and if a report 
has reached him of an insult to Caiholic 
belief in this cffice on Christmas Day; 
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and, if so, will the matter be investigated 
and dealt with immediately. 


Lorp STANLEY: No such report has 


reached me 


Postal Addresses in the Irish Language. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster - General whether he is 
aware that a number of postal officials 
in the London district have a thorough 
knowledge of Irish; and whether he will 
submit the original envelope, addressed 
by Mr. Thomas Murphy, to any one or 
more of such competent officials with a 
view to discovering the alleged error 
which caused a delay of four days in the 
delivery of the letter; or will he submit 
it to Dr. Norman Moore, a member of 
the Consultative Committee of the 
English Board of Education, who is a 


recognised authority on the Irish 
language 
Lorp STANLEY: I have no in- 


formation as to the knowledge of Irish 
possessed by postal officials in the London 
district; and I trust the hon. Member 
will not think I am discourteous if I say 
that I am not prepared to waste the 
time of competent officials or of Dr. 
Norman Moore by asking them to examine 
Mr. Murphy’s envelope. 


Mr. BOLAND: But is it not the fact 
that the original defence of the noble 
Lord was that the address was incorrectly. 
written in Irish? Will he not submit the 
matter to arbitration ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that a letter, ad- 
dressed in Irish, to the Secretary of the 
Dunleary Feis Committee, at 3, Lower 
George’s Street, Kingstown, county 
Dublin, was delivered at 3, Upper 
George’s Street and there opened by the 
occupier; that, although posted in 
Dublin on 6th March, it did not reach 
the person to whom it was addressed 
until 2 p.m. on 8th March ; and whether, 
seeing that an elementary knowledge of 
Irish would enable an official to dis- 
tinguish between the abbreviated forms 
ioch. (lower) and uach. (upper), he will 
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state what steps will be taken to prevent 


Questions. 
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| Question from one private Member to 


private letters, through the mistakes of | 
postal officials, from being delivered into | 


the hands of strangers. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no in- 
formation as to the letter to which the 
hon. Member refers, and I am _ not 
prepared to undertake that letters ad- 
dressed in Irish shall be delivered as 
certainly or as rapidly as letters addressed 
in English. 


Dredgers on the Irish Coast. 


Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury how many dredgers 


are at present at the disposal of the Board | 


of Public Works in Ireland ; what steps are 
taken to ascertain the localities in which 
they are from time to time most urgently 
required, and in particular whether local 
opinions are consulted in the matter; 
and when may those persons interested 
in the harbours in the county of Dublin 
hope to have the services of a dredger. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Board of Works have only one dredger at 
their disposal, which will be fully occu- 
pied this year on the West Coast. It is 
assumed that harbour authorities will 
make their wants and opinions known to 
the Board of Works. 


Mr. CLANCY: Where is the one on 
the West Coast ? 

Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: At 
Tralee, I believe. 


Mr. CLANCY: When may we expect 
dredgers in other parts of Ireland @ 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I can- 
not say. 


Railway Directors and Parliamentary 
Committees. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Wands- 
worth if he proposes to accept the nomin- 
ation of the Committee of Selection to 
act_as Chairman of the Committee upon 
Group 1, Railway Bills. 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: The Question 
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another is in order. 


addressed to a private Member comes 
extremely near the line of order, but, as 
the hon. Member is Chairman-elect or 
Chairman selected of a Committee ap- 
pointed to sit on the morrow, I do not 


‘feel justified in refusing to allow the 


Question. As to answering it, that is a 
matter for the hon. Member’s own con- 
sideration. 


*Sir HENRY KIMBER: My Answer 
to the hon. Member is this: neither in 
view of what took place yesterday, nor 
in any other view, can I find any reason 
why I should not perform the duties 
assigned to me, and in discharging those 
duties I believe I shall be acting in 
accordance with a well-established prac- 
tice in the House. It is my intention so 
to act. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I will 
return to the subject on the Motion for 
Adjournment. 


Appointment of Director of the National 
Gallery. 

CoLtonEL STOPFORD - SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the term of office of Sir Edward 
Poynter, P.R.A., as Director of the 


National Gallery has been renewed since 


‘tions of the post; 


: Batrour, Manchester, E.) : 


8th May, 1904, or whether it then cam> 
to an end; whether it is in contempla- 
tion to make any changes in the condi- 
and whether any 
successor to Sir Edward Poynter, on his 
retirement, has been appointed. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
In answer to 
my hon. and gallant friend, I have to say 
that Sir Edward Poynter’s term of office, 
after being twice renewed, expired on 
December 31st last. No other appoint- 
ment has yet been made. The conditions 
of the appointment are under considera- 
tion. 


Sir HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth) : | Mr. Chamberlain’s Visit to South Africa. 


While I am quite willing to answer, I 


Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the First 


should like to ask Mr. Speaker if such a , Lord of the Treasury when he proposes 
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to publish the Report or Memorandum 
by the right hon. Member for West 
sirmingham on his Mission to South 
Africa, undertaken when he occupied the 
position of Colonial Secretary. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not aware 
of any undertaking such as that to which 
the hon. Gentleman refers, nor do I think 
any such undertaking was made. 


Mr. BLACK: Is it 
suppress the Report ? 


intended to 


Mr. A. J. BaLFour’s reply was inaudible 
in the gallery. 


Home-Service Army and the Volunteers. 

MaJor SEELY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
(‘ommittee of Defence intend to proceed 
with the formation of a home-service 
\rmy together with the reduction of the 
Volunteers. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it is within the functions of the Com- 
mittee of Defence to deal with the subject 
to which the hon. Member refers, and I 
certainly can make no statement on the 
subject. 


Captain NORTON: Are they not 
responsible for the general policy of the 
Army ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; the 
Secretary of State for War is responsible. 


Major SEELY: Is it intended to 
proceed with the formation of the home- 
service Army before the Estimates are 
discussed in this House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman will have a full opportunity 
of discussing the question; but Ido not 
think’ it would be desirable to anticipate 
the discussion by Question and Answer 
acro:s the floor of the House. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I have 
to put a Question relating to the Resolu- 
tion which stands on the Paper in the 
name of the First Lord. I wish to ask 
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the right hon. Gentleman to explain the 
relation of Votes A and 1 of the Army 
Estimates to the rest of his proposals 
concerning the Supplementary Estimates, 
and what use is proposed to be made of 
the money he desires to have voted for 
the Army by eleven o’clock on March 30th. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will look carefully at the 
very instructive and interesting case 
which arose in 1894, when there was a 
difficulty in reference to the Supplies 
within the financial year, and Sir 
William Harcourt was, I think, Chan- 
ceilor of the Exchequer, he will see the 
matter explained. I do not know 
whether it will be better for me to enter 
on that explanation now or later, when 
I have to move the Resolution, but the 
point really is this. Of course we should 
prefer to get Votes A and | of the Army 
Estimates in time to introduce the sums 
so voted into the Consolidated Fund 
Bill: that would be more convenient to 
the Government and sive the introduc- 
tion of two Consolidited Fund Bills. 
But that would further curtail the 
possibility of discussion of the Votes 
before the end of the legal year, and we 
have therefore abandoned that, though 
the more convenient, course. It 13 
absolutely necessary to have the Vote 
in Committee and the Report before the 
end of the financial vear, otherwise the 
Treasury will have no authority to pay 
any money to soldiers or for Army 
Estimate purposes. That re:llv is the 
reason, which I think the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider valid. Of 
course, if it had not been for that we 
would much rather, and it would be 
more convenient to the Government if 
time were not against it, that the Votes 
should be allowed t> run after the close 
of the financial vear. We propose, how- 
ever, to put down some Vote which will 
allow a discussion to be taken on Army 
policy. It would have been more 
convenient to allow the Votes to run on, 
but that is not possible. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether the money granted by the new 
Consolidated Fund Bill for Naval and 
Civil Services will after April Ist be 
applicable to Army purposes ? 
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with for that purpose. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: But 
the money applied to A and 1 of the 
Army Votes will be that granted for 
Naval and Civil Services. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR assented. 
NEW BILL. 
CHARITABLE LOAN SOCIETIES (IRE- 


LAND) BILL. 


“To further amend the Charitable 
Loan Societies (Ireland) Act, 1845,” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Walter Long; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 
3rd April, and to be printed. [Bill 101.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY, ETC.) 

THE PRIME MINISTER ayp FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): Some of my 
critics last night said, and said truly, that 
no Motion of this kind has ever been 
brought before the House of Commons, 
and I am not at all sure that on close 
examination this will be found in any 
way to condemn it. Leaders of the 
House from time to time for many years 
past have been obliged to propose excep- 
tional measures for expediting the busi 
ness of the House, but on every previous 
occasion that course was adopted in 
order that the Government of the day 
might deal satisfactorily with their legis- 
lative programme. When, for example, 
the Home Rule Government in 1893 
closured the Home Rule Bill or the 
Kvicted Tenants Bill, they did it, not in 
obedience to any demands of the law, but 
because they conceived it to be absolutely 
necessary in the interest of general Parlia- 
mentary business — thought rightly or 
wrongly ; we thought wrongly—neces- 


sary to bring discussion to a close. In 
the same way when the Education Bill 
was under discussion a like measure was 
proposed, but it was because the session had 
gone on almost up to Christmas, and we 
believed it was in the interests of the 
dignity of the House, the health of Mem- 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Without Votes | 
A and 1 we shall have no money to deal 
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bers, and the progress of business that 
discussion should not be indefinitely 
prolonged, and every public interest re- 
quired us to put an end to the stages of 
the Bill But in neither of those cases, 
which are typical cases, drawn from the 
action of the Party opposite and of the 
Party to which I belong, nor in any 
previous case did the question of law 
come into account; it was a question of 
convenience, of propriety of debate, rightly 
or wrongly interpreted by those who 
were at the time responsible to the House 
for the conduct of business. But, as will 
be seen from the first words of it, the Re- 
solution I propose to move is in order 
that the House may meet financial obliga- 
tions thrown upon it by the law, and 
for the carrying out of financial arrange- 
ments which tradition, policy, and statute 
law commend to our respectful attention, 
and indeed to our obedience. The end of 
the financial year and the rigid é-ose which 
that puts to a certain class of our debates 
on the Estimates has, of course, caused 
immense inconvenience to many of my 
predecessors. An Opposition can always 
prolong debate on Supply—there is no 
difficulty in doing that, no great ability 
or ingenuity is required—and by such a 
proceeding can drive any Government, in 
ordinary times, into a position of great 
difficulties, into difficulties which do not 
affect Government business only, which 
do not affect the credit of the Govern- 
ment, but difficulties that affect the credit 
of the House, and it is to protect the 
credit of the House asa House that I 
have proposed this Resolution. 


What will the Resolution, if passed, 
accomplish? It will provide that 
each Vote and each financial Resolu- 
tion which is necessary in order to 
bring the financial work of the year 
1904-5 to an end at the legal time 
shall be passed at the very latest moment 
at which it is possible for it to pass in 
order to obey the law. It will further 
provide that Votes A and | of the Army, 
which are necessary not in order to bring 
to a conclusion the financial business 
of 1904-5, but which are necessary in 
order to carry on the business of 
the country during the early period 
of 1905-6, shall be passed in time to 
enable the Paymaster of the Treasury to 
issue the necessary funds for carrying on 
Army purposes. I do not think anybody 


—— 
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who has examined this rule will fora 
moment deny that the claim I make for 
it is an adequate claim, and it will not be 
denied that I have deferred until the very 
last moment—— 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Soroughs) : Calling Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT am afraid 
the hon. Gentleman did not follow me. 
I will come to the calling of Parliament 
directly. Taking the financial situation 
in which we find ourselves, I do not think 
any critic will deny that this Resolution 
puts oft to the last possible moment the 
decision of this House upon every 
financial stage necessary to bring the 
financial work of the year to the legal 
and proper termination. I believe I 
might go further and say that in passing 
the last stage of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill as late as the 30th, I am passing it 
later than it has ever been passed before, 
and that I am inflicting considerable 
inconvenience on the Treasury. I would 
like to say that I hope no successor of 
imine standing in this place will take it 
as a precedent. I think it would be 
convenient that the Bill should pass at 
an earlier date than the 30th. I only 
mention the fact as showing thit we 
have given hon. Gentlemen every oppor- 
tunity for discussion consistent with the 
obligations imposed upon us by Parlia- 
mentary and Treasury traditions backed 
up by statute law. That seems to me 
to differentiate this case from all other 
cases; it differentiates it strongly in 
favour of this Resolution. In other 
cases, no doubt, the two sides of the 
House might be, and were, bitterly 
opposed as to the propriety of passing 
the measure whose passage into law was 
accelerated by the closure Resolution. 
We wished to go on discussing the Home 
Rule Bill, and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wished to go on discussing the Education 
Bill, and there was a clean cut division 
in the House as to what was desirable 
trom the point of view of Parliamentary 
legislation. I should have hoped and 
should almost have expected that all 
sides of the House would have agreed in 
this—that it is desirable and even neces- 
sary for the proper conduct of the 
financial business of this House that we 
should carry out what has invariably 
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been regarded by every Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and every Government in 
succession as an integral and constitu- 
tional portion of our financial system. 
But I am afraid I cannot count on that 
unanimity. I do not know whether hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will boldly get up 
and say they desire the law to be broken. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : We throw the responsibility 
on you. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; and the 
responsibility would have been upon me 
if I had not proposed this Resolution. 
The hon. Gentleman’s policy would be 
to force, as far as he was able, a breach 
of the law, and then get up and abuse 
me for it. [Oppostrron cries of “ With- 
draw.”] I think hon. Gentlemen will 
recognise that I have said nothing that is 
in the least offensive. If we were provi- 
sionally to agree that the law is to be 
maintained, and I shall be interested to 
hear whether that modest proposition is 
denied or is not denied, how is that end 
to be attained ? 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Dis- 


solve. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot help 
thinking that in that interruption there 
was perhaps a commentary upon the pre- 
ceding interruption. I do not know 
whether to take the two as in any way 
logically or practically connected. .4 A 
dissolution might have many advantages, 
but it would not conduce to keeping this 
particular law. Putting that aside, how 
is the law to be maintained ? I can 
think of no other method than the one 
which was suggested by an hon. Member 
in a warm conversation which we had 
between a quarter past twelve and one 
o'clock last night. I am = not sure 
whether it was not the hon. Member for 
Waterford who advised the Government 
to.take ai] the time of the House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I suggested that you should suspend, if 
necessary, the twelve o’clock rule on one 
or two occasions, in accordance with the 
practice of many vears past. 
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correction of the hon. Gentleman. The 
suggestion was that the twelve o’clock 
rule should be suspended and that we 
should endeavour to get through the 
Parliamentary business by that method. 
I will not disguise to the House that I 
do not think that would have been, or 
could have been, successful. How far 
an all-night sitting may compel a reluc- 
tant minority to give way I do not know, 
or how many all-night sittings would 
have been required in order to carry 
through the mass of business which is 
detailed in the lengthy Resolution which 
I am going to propose to the House. If 
hon, Gentlemen will look through that 
Resolution they will see the number of 
divisions whieh it involves and the 
opportunities for prolonged debate which 
it offers. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): All on your own side. You put up 
a dozen men to waste time. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! These 
constant interruptions are not desirable. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My point was 
that the opportunities for prolonged 
debate were so great. I do not believe 
that the method suggested by the hon. 
Gentleman would have succeeded, I do 
not believe it would have been an 
effectual method, and | am sure it would 
not have been so much for the dignity 
of the House as the method I propose. 
I have seen as much of all-night sittings 
as the rest of the world. Ihave engaged 
in them in opposition, I have engaged 
in them as a member of the Government. 
I have seen them from both sides, and 
both sides are seamy sides. I do not 
deny that they are sometimes necessary. 
I think it is probable that most Gentle- 
men here will have to undergo the rather 
sordid toils which they impose upon a 
Member of Parliament before they quit 
Parliamentary and public life. But 
surely they should be avoided if possible. 
Nobody can pretend either that the 


discussicns which take place during an, 


. all-night sitting are discussions which 
contribute to the elucidation of topics, 
or that the feeling engendered between 
the two sides is a good or useful feeling, 
or that the spectacle of bedraggled Mem- 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I accept the 
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bers of Parliament going home after sitting 
up all night at half-past eight, or half-past 
nine, or half-past ten in the morning is 
one which is calculated to raise the repu- 
tation of the House in the eyes of the 
country. And observe, if you are to 
carry out that system you would have to 
do more than arrange for a series of all- 
night sittings. You would have to take 
away private Members’ time. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
suggest all-night sittings. 


I did not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hon. Gentle- 
men who have read the Resolu*ion are 
aware that it preserves the Parliamentary 
time which by Standing Orders is allo- 
cated to unofficial Members. Those who 
call to mind the prolonged debates 
which we had upon the modification of 
the rule will remember that the Govern- 
ment of that day pointed out that the 
preceding system, under which private 
Members had an immense amount of 
time at their disposal by. Standing 
Orders, but were invariably deprived of 
their time by a Government in diffi- 
culties, was not a good plan either for 
the Government or for private Members. 
We suggested as the most advantageous 
alternative that the amount of time 
nominally at the disposal of unofficial 
Members should be curtailed, but that 
such time as was left should be, in so far 
as was possible, given to them under a 
secure tenure. Their nominal income 
was to be so much smaller, but the 
income they had was to be paid regu- 
larly. I still think that is a sound 
system ; and during the years ‘!n which 
the new rules have been in force private 
Members have had, three times every 
week before Easter, and twice every 
week between Easter and Whitsuntide, 
their opportunities of bringing forward 
abstract Resolutions or Bills as the occa- 
sion and the day served. [ should have 
been very sorry to have departed from 
that plan. I believe that by depriving 
unofficial Members of that time we should 
have started a precedent which would 
have found many followers, and the 
result would have been that all the 
benefit gained from the new rules so far as 
unofficial Members are concerned would 
have been wasted, and the authors of 
those rules would themselves have been 
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responsible for the destruction of their 
own work. I, for my part, could not 
contemplate that with serenity, and I 
have been most careful in the Resolution 
which I have laid before the House, at 
considerable inconvenience to the Govern- 
ment, to preserve absolutely intact the 
rights of unofficial Members of this House. 


I think that is an adequate defence of 
the proposal which I lay before the 
House. Of course, I do not deny that it 
carries with it, or that the state of Supply 
carries with it, because I do not think 
the Government are responsible, this great 
disadvantage, that the amount of time 
given to Votes A and | of the Army will be 
curtailed, as I think, beyond what is con- 
venient in the interests of discussion in 
this House. Ido not say that the time 
is unprecedentedly short. There are 
plenty of precedents for getting through 
them as speedily as they will be got 
through under the drastic compulsion of 
this Resolution. But I do not think it is 
desirable, and I am very sorry it has to 
be done. The evil, however, will, I 
think, be a slight one, for I at once 
acknowledge that an opportunity without 
delay should be given for a continuation 
of the discussion analogous to that which 
might have taken place on Votes A and | 
in which my right hon, friend might be 
cross-examined as to his policy, and in 
which he might have a full opportunity 
of laying that policy before the House in 
reasoned argument. I shall make it my 
business immediately after the close of 
the present financial year, and before we 
proceed to other business, to give an 
opportunity for dealing with the problems 
connected with the Army. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will see that, much as I 
regret the curtailment of debate on Votes 
A and 1, it does not carry withit any 
curtailment of the discussion of Army 
questions. 


[ was interrupted earlier in my 
statement by an hon. Member who 
indicated that all these evils had come 
upon us because the Government called 
Parliament together too late. Even 
<upposing that we are open to that 
charge, which I do not think we are, I 
would venture to say that it does not 
alter the necessity of passing this Resolu- 
tion, that it does not make it less needful 
for us to make provision for obeying the 
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financial law. And although I should 
be ready to apologise and to stand in a 
white sheet, if that were necessary, if I 
thought we were to blame in asking 
Parliament to meet too late, it would not. 
by one hair’s breadth, alter the policy 
which I am now asking the House to 
adopt. That policy has nothing to do 
with the past; it has solely to do with 
the future — with the future of this 
financial year and with the maintenance 
of that unbroken tradition which has, up 
to the present time, always governed the 
action both of the House of Commons 
and of successive Governments. But is 
it true that we have given too little time, 
an unduly small space, to the discussion 
of the necessary Supply of the year! I 
do not think it is at all true. May I 
remind the House that, so far as Supple- 
mentary Estimates are concerned, it is 
really impossible for any Government 
accurately to foresee their amount and 
number at the time the decision is taken 
as tothe date at which Parliament should 
meet ? Supplementary Estimates may, 
and do, become necessary at any time up 
to a late period in the financial year. If 
I remember aright, the decision tha 

Parliament should meet on February 14th 
was taken at the Cabinet which was held 
late in December, and at that time it wes 
quite impossible to foresee the exact 
number orcharacter of the Supplementary 
Votes. Again, I may say that the Supple- 
mentary Estimates this year are excessive 
neither in number nor in character. 
They do not involve great topics of dis- 
cussion ; they do not raise vas questions, 
They have been enormously surpassed by 
the Supplementary Estimates of preced- 
ing Governments—Governments to which 
I have belonged and to which I have 
been opposed. [f these Supplementary 
Kstimates are below the average, how 
stands the number of days we shall have 
given to the Supply of the current year 
before the current year comes to an end 
on March 3lst? The thirteen days 
which we will have spent before the end 
of the financial year, though not th> 
highest, is decidedly above the average. 
And though, no doubt, Parliament has 
often met earlier, the Government that 
called it earlier together has commonly 
tried to do other business than financial 
business between the summoning of 
Parliament and the end of the financial] 
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vear. We have made no such effort. 
The whole time of Parliament since we 
met has been devoted to giving oppor- 
tunities to hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
criticise the Government and to discuss 
the Supplementary Estimates or Votes A 
und I of the Navy. Not one hour, 


nothing, I believe, beyond the ten 
minutes occupied by my right hon. 
friend the Lord-Advocate, has been 


devoted to Government business or 
Government legislation. I think, when 
all these facts are taken into account-— 
the relatively unimportant character of 
the Supplementary Estimates, the rela- 
tively long period we have devoted to 
them, and the self-denying care with 
which we have abstained from entering 
nto the domain of legislation at the cost 
of the time which the House might desire 
to spend on the Estimates—they will 
wholly absolve us from any charge of 
having either called Parliament too late 
or of in any other way hampered the due 
consideration of our financial business. 

I remember a vear, and so will right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, in which the 
difficulties of the then Government were 
very much greater than our Own in regard 
to the Estimates. At the beginning of 1894 
the session of 1895 was still in progress. 
I am not going to revive ancient debates 
as to Who were responsible for so abnor- 
mal, so unsatisfactory a state of things. 
Right hon. Gentlemen opposite, I imagine, 
put it down to the obstruction of the 
Unionist Party. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 


ton, E.): Their prolonged discussions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Their prolonged 
discussions. Yes, Sir, but considering 
that the measures were the Home Rule 
Bill, the Evicted Tenants Bill—— 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) said that the Evicted Tenants Bill 
was not then before the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, con- 
sidering that the measures were the Home 
Rule Bill and the Parish Councils Bill, I 
do not think that was at all surprising. 
But I notice that whenever, by prolonged 
discussions, as the right hon. Gentleman 
euphemistically put it, the present Gov- 
ernment has got into difficulties, it is 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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because they have mismanaged business ; 


and whenever, by prolonged discussions, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite in past times 
have got into difficulties, it is because 
they have got to deal with an unserupu- 
lous Opposition, I do not know why 
these different measures should be meted 
out to different Leaders of the House. But 
it is not to discuss or to weigh in the 
balance the relative responsibility of the 
Government or the Opposition eleven 
years ago that I have mentioned the 
point. What I want to remind the 
House of is what took place. The House 
met on March 12th for the first time. On 
March 15th the Supplementary Estimates 
were agreed to. On March 16th the men 
and pay of the Army were agreed to and 
the Supplementary Estimates were re- 
ported. On March 19th the debate on 
setting up the Committee was begun but 
not concluded, and the Army Report was 
taken. On the 20th the Speaker was got 
out of the Chair, and the men ard money 
for the Navy were voted, all on one 
night; and on the 21st the Civil Services 
Vote on Account was agreed to. There 
was a short debate on the 22nd on the 
Report of the 21st, and the Consolidated 


Bill was read a first time and was 
carried through on the 29th. 
An HON. MEMBER: It was done 


by the voluntary act of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was done 
by the voluntary act of the House. 
I was then the Leader of the Opposition, 
and I have been referred to a statement 
which I made on that occasion. I said 
“that the last thing the Opposition 
desired was to drive the Government into 
any illegality or to drive the Departments 
into extreme inconvenience,’ and the 
Government acknowledged the considera- 
tion shown by the Opposition in the 
transaction of business in difficult circum- 
stances before the close of the financial 
year. The Opposition of that day thought 


that from thearena of Party conflict might, , 


at all events, be excluded the debates 
necessary to carry out the law and the 
traditions of our financial business. I do 
not think a similar claim will be made by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite at the present 
time. If they say, and I am sure they 
will be ready to say, that this Govern- 
ment is peculiarly wicked and peculiarly 
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weak, and that it has not behind it the 
support of the country, hon. Gentlemen 
who carry their minds back to 1894 will 
hardly pretend that the Opposition of 
that day held any very different view of 
the Government. 


Mere. LLOYD-GEORGE : 
turned out to be correct. 
parallel, 


And they 
The cases are 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I donot know 
whether the hon. Gentleman agrees with 
our estimate of the then Government. I 
say it really in no agressive spirit, and 
without any desire to provoke controversy, 
but I think it will be admitted that, if we 
compare the Opposition of that day 
with the Opposition of this day, in 
this particular the comparison is alto- 
gether in favour of the Opposition of 1894. 
But I admit, and for years experienc: of 
this House has forced me more and more 
to admit, that as time goes on it becomes 
less and less possible to rely upon the 
ancient conventions which used to regu- 
late, in the absence of positive provisions, 
the debates and procedure of this House. 
Divisions are now taken on subjects 
which by immemorial tradition were 
always regarded as outside the necessity 
oi taking a division. Ihave heard it 
said—I do not know whether it is true— 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite consider 
themselves justified in using in the cir- 
cumstances of this year special means 
for embarrassing and hampering the 
ordinary conduct of public business. 
Exactly ; and what does that mean? It 
means that things which by convention 
used to be left outside the domain of 
Party politics are now brought into Party 
politics. It means that neutral territory 
is being invaded now by the forces of 
both sides, that belligerency is being 
carried over far wider areas than it used 
to be in former times; and if that is 
heing done by the Opposition it is in- 
evitable, and will be found inevitable 
by every Government, that it should be 
met by corresponding provisions on the 
part of the Government. I am _ not 
saving this, and I am sure that hon. 
(rentlemen will recognise that I am not 
saving this, in any controversial spirit. 
[ am merely indicating a tendency 
which I honestly say I regret, but which 
{ admit to be inevitable, and over 
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which, being inevitable, I am_ wise 
enough not to waste tears and groans. 
‘The old easy-going plan by which our 
forefathers conducted the business of the 
country without difficulty and without 
friction is becoming more and more im- 
possible: but it is clear that as that 
disappears it will involve increased 
stringency in the character of our Stand- 
ing Orders, and that such a Motion as 
that of my hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for Essex, 2 Motion limiting the 
durition of speeches, should be seriously 
considered as a practical necessity to 
which we shall have to submit shows 
how widely we have departed from the 
old ways. and how new are the conditions 
under which we have to carry on our 
work. Those perhaps are general reflec- 
tions which are a little outside the 
natrow scope of the Resolution; but as 
regards the Resolution itself I would 
defend it not upon these broader con- 
siderations or upon any wide issue; I am 
content to rest it upon these considera- 
tions, that the law should be obeyed, and 
that there are only two conceivable ways 
of getting it obeyed, one by sacrificing 
all the rights of private Member: and 
having these prolonged sittings night 
after night, the other by the plan which 
I have proposed, which involves no long 
sittings, which sacrifices no rights of 
private Members, and which brings busi- 
ness to a conclusion at the appointed time. 
That one of those plans must be adopted 
if we are to retain our ancient practices 
nobody can doubt, and that of those two 
alternatives we have chosen the right 
one is a question which I submit with 
the utmost confidence to the judgment 
of the House and the country. I beg to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in order to comply with the Law 
the proceedings necessary to dispose of 
any Supplementary Estimates and Vote A 
and Vote | of the Estimates for the 
Navy, and of the Wavs and Means 
Resolutions consequential thereon, shall. 
if not previously disposed of, be brought 
to aconclusion in the manner hereinafter 
mentioned, 


‘“‘ At half-past Five of the clock on the 
2ist dav of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question 
necessary to dispose of the Vote then 
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under consideration, and shall then forth- 
with put the Question that the total 
amount of the outstanding Votes for the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates 
be granted for the services defined in 
those Estimates, and shall also forth- 
with put every other Question necessary 
to dispose of those Votes. 

“As soon as the Resolutions so dis- 
posed of are reported to the House, the 
House shall forthwith resolve itself into 
Committee of Ways and Means, and the 
Chairman shall forthwith put every 


Question necessary to dispose of any | 


Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 


“At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day 
of March next, the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to 
dispose of the Report of the Resolution 
then under consideration, and shall then 
forthwith put the Question that the 
House doth agree with the Committee in 
all Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, 
and shall then put a like Question on the 
Resolution reported with respect to the 
Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with 
respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Estimates for the Navy. 


“Qn the consideration of the Report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the 
Q.estion that the House do agree with 
the Committee in the Resolutions re- 
ported. 


“And that at half-past Eleven of the | 


clock on the 27th day of March next, the 
Speaker shall forthwith put any Question 
necessary to dispose of 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill; 


and até Seven of the clock on the 30th 
day of March next the Speaker shall, 
forthwith put every Question necessary | 
to dispose of the Third Reading of that | 


Bill. 


“And that the proceedings on going 
into Supply on the Army Estimates, and 


in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A | 


and Vote 1 of those Estimates shall, if 
not previously disposed of, be brought to 
a conclusion in the following manner : 

* At half-past Six of the clock on the 


28th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question 


necessary to dispose of the Motion 
Mr, A. J. Ba'fow 
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that the Speaker leave the Chair on 
going into Supply on the Army 
Estimates. 


‘“* At half-past Six of the clock on the 
29th day of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question 
/necessary to dispose of Vote A and 
Vote 1 of the Army Estimates in 
Committee. 


“At Eleven of the clock on the 30th 
day of March next, the Speaker shal! 
forthwith put every Question necessary 
|to dispose of the Report of the Reso- 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| lutions with respect to Vote A and Vote | 


| of the Army Estiinates. 


| “Until the Business to which this 
| Order relates is concluded the considera- 
‘tion of the Business of Supply at any 
| sitting at which Government Business has 
| precedence shall not be anticipated by « 
Motion for Adjournment, and no dilatory 
| Motion shall be received on proceedings 
'on that Business, aud the Business shall 
/not be interrupted under any Standing 
| Order. 


“Until the Business to which this 
| Order relates is concluded no Busine-s 
| other than Business of Supply shall be 
|taken at any sitting at which Covern- 
| ment Business has precedence.” —( Mr. 4 
| J. Balfour.) 


| Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire,E.): Mb 
| Speaker, the House is accustomed under 
the Leadership of the right hon, Gentle- 
man toan encroachment upon its power-, 
its authority, and its freedom, to which 
‘there has been no paralle! in its pas: 
history. Master of paradox as the right 
hon. Gentleman is, nothing amused or 
_amazed me more in the speech which he 
has just delivered than his statement 
that he brought forward this Motion to 
protect the credit of the House. I do 
not know that this Motion will take first 
| place, but I think that it certainly ought 
'to rank very high, even among the 
/achievements of the right hon. Gentle- 
/man, in the art which he has made 
peculiarly his own. I cannot help 
| thinking also that he might now, at any 
rate, begin to dispense with these con- 
'ventional expressions of reluctance and 
regret with which he still seems to think 
it seemly to preface each successive in- 
‘road upon our liberties, Let the right 
hon. Gentleman acknowledge, and frankly 
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acknowledge, that he has now in the | 


course of a number of years supplied 
precedents for the suppression of dehate 


for every conceivable emergency to which | 
the business of this House can be brought | 
either by the mismanagement of the | 
Government or the slackness of the) 


majority. ‘lhe step now proposed, as 
the right hon. Gentleman has admitted, 
is entirely without precedent. No Govern- 
ment until this year 1905 has found any 
difficulty in so conducting proceedings in 
Supply that the Royal Assent has been 
obtained tor the Consolidated Fund Bill 
before March 31st; and this proposal of 
the right hon. Gentleman, this absolute 
innovation on the unbroken course of 
our procedure in the past, is presented 
to us to-day under conditions—I am going 
to use strong language—under conditions 
as unseemly and as discourteous to the 
House of Commons as to constitute an 
equally bad precedent with the Motion 
itself. Here we have in this proposal 
which you, Sir, have read from the Chair 
a long and complicated Motion which, I 
find, has no less than twelve distinct 
paragraphs, which bristle from the first 
line to the last with contentious matter 


both in principle and in detail, and it | 


appears for the first time on the Notice 
Paper to-day, on the morning of the 
assembling of the House. 
right hon. Gentleman’s case in other 
respects were as strong as I am going to 
show it is weak, it would be no con- 
ceivable justification for this indecent 
hurry; and it is to indicate the sense 
of the House on that point—to en- 
deavour, at any rate, to elicit it— 
that I propose to conclude the observa- 
tions which I am going to make by 
moving the adjournment of the debate. 


Sir, every fact which the right hon. 
(rentleman has stated in his speech 
to-day was within his knowledge and 
that of his friends and colleagues to 
whom he could go. He knew, 
instance, that Parliament 
this year on February 14th, twelve days 
later than last year. He knew also, at 
any rate, it was @ matter of common 
knowledge — and it can hardly 
escaped the right hon. Gentleman—that | 
March 31st is not a movable feast, but a 
fixed date in the calendar. Why, then, | 


with all the facts, as I have said, capabie | 
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of ascertainment quite as easily three 
/or four days or a week ago, did not 
the right hon. Gentleman show to the 
House of Commons that consideration 
which I think it has aright to expect 
from those entrusted with the conduct of 
business, and give us, at any rate, two or 
three days time in which to consider the 
nature of a proposal which will so largely 
curtail our freedom of debate ? 

Now I should like to put a Questionsug- 
gested by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
'speech. Whatis the cause of the situation 
in which we find ourselves, and what is the 
| proper remedy ? The cause is not far to 
\seek. The right hon. Gentleman has 
‘endeavoured to coerce us into accepting 
this proposal by alleging that if we do 
not do so we shall be violating the law of 
the land. But whose fault is it that we 
have been brought within a measurable 
distance of the violation of that law ? 
Parliament did not meet until February 
| 14th. The discussion of the Supple- 
mentary Estimates did not begin in 
/Committee until March 2nd, a date by 
which last year I think five days had 
already been devoted to their discussion, 
and the Speaker had been got out of the 
Chair on the Navy Estimates, and, if tiy 
memory is accurate, both Vote A and 
Vote 1 of those Estimates had been 
possed. The right hon. Gentleman 
did not endeavour to make out a 
‘ease on the ground of obstruction. 
Tt he had, it would have been easy to 
‘show that, except during those hours of 
the day when the attendance of the Party 
opposite was insufficient, there had been 
nothing in the nature of undue prolonga- 
tion of debate, or of tedious repe- 
tition. [Cries of “Oh.”] Well, when 
did it happen / 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) Over and over again. 


An HON. MEMBER: Heis one of them. 


for | 
assembled | 


Mr. ASQUITH: The hon. Member 
is evidently referring to some perform- 
|ance of hisown. Iam speaking of the 
conduct of Gentlemen on this side of the 
House. Take the Army Supplementary 
Estimates. They ine ‘luded a very large 
| Vote for Somaliland which was deliber- 
ately excluded from the regular Esti- 
mates, and no one who listened to the 
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debate on that most important item, 
and who remembers that the debate on 
the other items—many of them impor- 
tant—was closured, can say that the 
Government have any reason to com- 
plain of the facilities they have had. 
As to the Navy Estimates, not only has 
the Speaker been got out of the Chair. 
but the Government have obtained 
both Vote A and Vote 1. So far there 
has been nothing abnormal except the 
lateness of the date on which the Esti- 
mates were presented to the House, 
which was itself a consequence of the 
lateness of the date on which the Govern- 
ment deliberately chose to open the 
session of Parliament. If anyone is 
responsible for a possible breach of the 
law, it is not the House of Commons 
but the Executive. But by far the 
most flagrant case—that which is_re- 
sponsible for the difficulties in which the 
Government find themselves—is the case 
of the Army Estimates. Those Ksti- 
mates were not circulated to Members 
until yesterday morning. Now that we 
have them in our hands we see that they 
not only involve a considerable addition 
to the expenditure on the Army, but 
that in point of form they are entirely 
novel and unprecedented. Why were they 
so long in seeing the light ¢ Who is their 
rea] parent ? What is the military policy, 
or want of policy, that they embody 
or are intended to embody ? Those are 
questions which, up to this moment, 
have been wrapt in impenetrable ob- 
scurity and to which this House is not 
only entitled but bound to demand an 
answer under conditions which will make 
discussion operative and ensure the 
fullest explanation. 


What does the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose under this Motion? I 
hope the House has paid due atten- 
tion to the concluding paragraph. 
After three hours and a- half’s discus- 
sion on Tuesday, the 28th, the 
Motion that the Speaker do now leave 
the Chair is to be put. After another 
three hours and a-half’s discussion on the 
29th, every Question necessary to dispose 
both of Vote A and Vote J] in Committee 
is to be summarily got rid of ; and after 
another two hours discussion on the 
evening sitting of the 30th the Report of 
the Resolutions on these two Votes is to 
come to an end. I say that that ap- 


Mr, Asquith. 
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mentary scandal. It is all very well for 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell us that 
out of his benevolence, when the Votes 
have passed out of our control, he will 
give us some other opportunity for dis- 
cussing Army policy. But these are 
the Votes for the men and the pay of the 


‘Army. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is more time 
than was given to them in 1894. 


Mr. ASQUITH: In 1894 we had net 
a heaven-born War Minister proposing 
a revolution in the Army. We had not 
Estimates of £36,060,000. We had not 
Estimates in an entirely new and un- 
precedented form; and we had not the 
best reason to suspect that the persons 
nominally responsible for the Estimates 
had not got their heart in them at all. 
The conditions in 1894 were as dissimilar 
from those of to-day as those of any twe 
years which could be selected since the 
beginning of the Christian era. Whether 
you have regard to the conduct of the 
Government in the late presentation of 
these Estimates, due to remissness, or 
indecision, or dissension, and in course 
of time we shall find out which; or 
whether you have regard to the magni- 
tude and novelty of the issues of military 
policy which are involved; or whether 
you have regard to the vital necessity 
of this House being in a position at the 
earliest possible moment to pronounce 
after full discussion its determination 
on those issues—I say that this proposal 
to give three hours and a-half on two 
days, and two hours on a third, to their 
discussion is as great an outrage as has 
ever been offered by a nominally respon- 
sible Minister to a nominally deliberative 
Assembly. The Government have diffi- 
culties, but they are difficulties of their 
own creation. They are not of the 
creation of this House, upon whom, 
with a zeal for vicarious punishment of 
which this is not the only example, the 
Government propose to inflict the penalty. 
The nght hon. Gentleman threatens us 
with the terrors of the law, and asks 
whether we are to be parties to the break- 
ing of it. There is no reason whatever 
why the law should be broken if this 
Resolution were not carried. There is not 
the least reason to suppose that the 
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many expedients which our reformed 
procedure gives would not be perfectly 
ample to secure compliance with the law. 
The right hon. Gentleman might suspend 
the twelve o’clock rule, and move the 
closure on successive items; and, if the 
zeal of his supporters would have allowed, 
the right hon. Gentleman might have 
held Saturday sittings. The Govern- 
ment have in their hands powers which 
hitherto have been found sufficient to 
meet the necessities of the case. Why 
should we give them more? Every- 
one knows the real reason. The right 
hon. Gentleman spoke of many things ; 
hut he never approached that which 
every man on both sides knows to be the 
occasion and the necessity. The real 
reason for the Motion is that Government 
cannot persuade their majority to attend. 
At certain well-known hours of the after- 
noon and the evening the Government 
can only be kept in office by the friendly 
and opportune loquacity of the talkers- 
against-time. That throws a very heavy 
burden on those well-meaning gentle- 
men; and, however skilfully the opera- 
tion may have been conducted, there 
have been moments when the situation 
has been of very great anxiety to the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman who 
so admirably discharges the exception- 
ally arduous duties of Whip to the 
Government Party. 


The question arises, How ought we 
to deal with this matter? I say 
the Motion is unfounded in fact, and 
absolutely unnecessary in point of 
law. I confess when I first heard what 
it was to be, and took consultation with 
my friends, I was rather inclined to think 
that the best plan would be to move 
the previous Question. And I will tell 
the House why. I thought it would have 
been a good opportunity to redeem that 
time-honoured Parliamentary weapon 
from reproach by putting it to worthier 
purposes than those for which it has 
recently been used. For if we had moved 
the previous Question to-day, it would 
have been employed, not to burke and to 
boycott, but to assert and preserve the 
practice of free debate. But, on the 
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whole, having regard to the cireum- 
stances under which this Motion has bee 1 
presented to the House, it seems to m+ 
that the wisest and most dignified cours 
is at once to move the adjournment of 
the debate. We have not had the op- 
portunity which we are entitled to de- 
mand of considering this Motion soberly, 
wisely, and at leisure. But before I 
move, I will again emphasise the point 
with which I began by saying that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s proposal, strange 
and unprecedented as it is, is not a mere 
isolated affair. It is a step in a series. 
It is another stage on the journey which 
has marked, and is marking, the degrada- 
tion of the House of Commons—I speak 
in all seriousness—from a deliberative 
to a dependent body, and which, if it is 
allowed to go on, will transform the House 
into a mere automatic machine for regis- 
tering the will of the Executive of the 
day. This is not a Party question. 
Majorities and Ministries come and go. 
Before very long we may be sitting on 
that side of the House and the Party 
opposite on this. But there is one thing 
which hitherto, at any rate, has always 
remained behind and above all as a 
constant and continuous factor in our 
constitutional life—and that is the 
authority of the House of Commons. 
That authority, many outside observers 
tell us, in these days is dwindling. Sir, 
the House may be certain that it cannot 
survive, and that it does not deserve to 
survive, habitual acquiescence in humilia- 
tion such as this. We are here as repre- 
sentatives and spokesmen of our con- 
stituents. We are here also, most of us, 
zealous and faithful Party men. But 
we all share, in whatever quarter of the 
House we sit, in the responsibility of a 
higher and a larger duty—the duty of 
preserving and perpetuating the unbroken 
identity of a free Parliament. I beg to 
move that the debate be now adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“ That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Asquith.) 

The House divided :—-Aves, 206 ; Noes, 
266. (Division List No. 51.) 
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James 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND moved an 
Amendment, declaring that the proposal 
submitted by the Prime Minister was a 
violation of the constitutional rights of the 
House. He said the speech of the Prime 
Minister emphasised, if possible, the 
grave importance of the step which the 
House was asked to take. The right hon. 
Gentleman used certain phrases in moving 
the Motion which showed that, whoever 
cise was under misapprehension as to the 
grave step he was asking the House to 
take, he himself entertained no such 
misapprehension, because he spoke of 
“ drastic compulsion.” He admitted, what 
of course he was obliged to admit, that no 
Motion such as this was ever before 
proposed in the whole history of the 
British Parliament. Having admitted 
the gravity of the step, the right hon. 
Gentleman was under the obligation, 
of course, of proving to the House a case 
of absolute necessity to justify the pro- 
posal. Unless he was in a position to 
show that the Government had no alter- 
native, and that it was in such a position 
that it must propose this course, then 
he could put forward no really adequate 
justification for this “ drastic compul- 
sion” and absolutely unprecedented 
Motion. What was the necessity which 
compelled the Government to propose 

this Motion? Was there any — Q 
He had been looking at the facts and 
figures connected with this matter for 
the last seventeen years. The House of 
Commons, it was true, in most of these 
vears met a little earlier than it met this 
year, but in the whole of the seventeen 
cases the Government had no difficulty 
whatever in obtaining necessary Supply 
before March Slst, and no difficulty in 
allowing an adequate, or a fairly adequate, 
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number of days for the discussion of 
Supply. Taking these seventeen years 


he found that the average number of 
days allowed had been about twelve or 
thirteen. This year already there had 
been some six days devoted to Supply, 
and, in the ordinary course, before March 
3lst there would be five, six. or more 
days still, so that the average number of 
days discussion before March 31st could 
be afforded this year, notwithstanding 
the fact that the House met late. 

It was true, as the right hon. Gentleman 
mentioned in his speech, that in recent 
years the Government had been obliged 
before the end of the financial year to 
ask for certain special powers. He 
would ask the House to consider the 
circumstances of some of those years, 
and the kind of powers the Government 
asked. During some of the years to 
which he was alluding what was called 
obstruction was rampant in the House. 
No Government within the last few 
years had ever had to face anything like 
the obstruction and the vigorous opposi- 
tion which Governments had to face in 
the years he was alluding to. What were 
the expedients which were found sufficient 
by those Governments to overcome the 
circumstances with which they were 
faced ? The ordinary expedient was the 
suspension of the twelve o'clock rule. The 
Prime Minister, in his allusion to him (Mr. 
Redmond), had quite unintentionally mis- 
represented what he suggested last night. 
He never suggested a succession of all- 
night sittings. During the past seventeen 
years the twelve o’clock rule had been 
suspended in about twelve of them on 
two or three nights. How many all- 
night sittings had there been? Very 
few. When the right hon. Gentleman 


felt himself in difficulty he had come to 
the House and asked for special powers. 
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He had asked the House to suspend the 
twelve o'clock rule on two occasions, and 
what was the result ? All-night sittings ? 
Nothing of the kind. On those two 
occasions the House never sat later than 
one o'clock. The power of suspending 
the twelve o'clock rule, coupled, of course, 
with capable management of the business 
of the House with a spirit of con- 
sideration and conciliation and of give 
and take on the part of the Leader 
of the House, had in the past enabied 
(rovernments, which had to face greater 
difficulties than the present Government, 
to get through their Supply in time. 


What had suddenly happened to change 
the circumstances ? What had suddenly 
happened to compel the right hon. 
Gentleman to discard the expedients of 
past years and to come down and make 
this startling proposition to the House / 
Allusion was made by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife to 
the fact that the House met late this year. 
He did not base his argument on that 
at all. The House met late, but he 
thought it was more or less irrelevant to 
enter into a discussion whether the right 
hon, Gentleman was right or wrong in sum- 
moning Parliament a week later this year 
than last. The fact that it met late this 
year was not a justification for the position 
in which the Government found itself, 
and no justification for this Motion. He 
found, in looking through these years, 
that there had been several occasions 
on which the House met even later than 
this year, and that, notwithstanding the 
extraordinary difficulties with which they 
were faced, the Government of the day was 
able to complete Supply satisfactorily by 
March 31st. In 1889, the House did not 
meet until February 21st and fourteen 
days were devoted to Supply—far over 
the average—and yet Supply was com- 





pleted by March 3lst by the simple 
expedient of suspending the twelve 


o'clock rule one or two evenings. In 
1901, the House met on February 14th, 
and sixteen days were occupied by Supply 
before March 3lst. The Government 
got the business through then without 
any extraordinary Resolution of this 
kind. In 1903, the House did not meet 
until February 17.h and twelve days were 
allotted to Supply, which was completed 
by March 3lst. What was the reason 
why the expedients which were sufficient 
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during the last twenty years, and even 
when the House met later than it did 
this year, were not sufficient now? The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Kast Fife had stated what was the only 
reason for this change. Was it not 
treating constitutional questions and the 
position of Parliament in a somewhat 
trivial and unworthy manner for the 
Prime Minister to come down and propose 
an absolutely new precedent which might 
be quoted through all time in future 
against the liberty of debate in this 
House, simply because his Whips told 
him that he could not get his followers 
to attend in their places? The right 


(Supply, &e.) 


hon. Gentleman felt that if he sus- 
pended the twelve o'clock rule and 
discussion went on till one or two in 


the morning, his followers might not 
attend. The right hon. Gentleman 
thought it was safer in his desperate 
effort to prolong the life of this Govern- 
ment to run no risk of that sort, but to 
propose a radical change in the rules of 
the House. The Prime Minister, who 
was Leader of the House, and was 
supposed, above all men in it, to be the 
guardian of its rights and liberties, and in 
a special way of the rights of the minority 
in this House, came forward, regardless 
of the danger of proposing a new prece- 
dent, and proposed that the immemorial 
constitutional practice of the House 
should be violated. 

The rule which the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed was far more ex- 
traordinary and unconstitutional than 


,the original guillotine rule passed a 


few years ago. The original guillotine 
rule was proposed under entirely different 
circumstances. Formal notice of it was 
given on February 2Ist, and it was not 
discussed until April llth. The House 
of Commons had two months notice of 
the rule before it was called upon to 
discuss it. Four days were given to the 
discussion of the rule, and yet it was less 
drastic than the one the right hon. 
Gentleman now proposed. In the first 
place the guillotine rule provided that it 
could not come into operation at all until 
twenty-three days had been devoted to 
the discussion of the Estimates, There 
was no proposal in the new rule at all 
with regard to the number of days. As 
he understood the rule, the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he carried it. to-day, 
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might cease to put down Supply for 
discussion except upon the occasions 
when the guillotine was to fall. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think not. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 
not think he was wrong. That was one 
strong argument why they ought to 
have had notice of this Resolution. The 
Resolution, unless amended, provided for 
no discussion of the Estimates at all. 
{t provided that on March 27th the 
guillotine was to fall. There was nothing 
to say that the Supply on which the guillo- 
tine was to fall need be set down for 
discussion before March 27th. In that 
way it did not provide for any discussion 
of those Estimates except upon the 
occasion on which the guillotine was 
to fall. Therefore, it was more drastic 
than the original rule which provided 
for twenty-three days discussion of the 
Estimates before it came into operation. 
But it was far more drastic, inasmuch 
as it provided for the guillotine falling 
en the Second and Third Reading of the 
Consolidated Fund Bill. Now, the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill had always been 
regarded as one of those occasions on 
which hon. Members were entitled to 
exercise their constitutional right of 
discussing various grievances. Private 
Members had had their rights of discus- 
sion curtailed, and the one opportunity 
remaining for discussing the various 
matters in which they were concerned 
was on the Second and Third Reading of 
the Consolidated Fund Bill. That was 
to be guillotined at a certain hour on 
March 23rd. No discussion was to be 
allowed except for two or three hours. 
He had been watching for twenty-five 
years the distinct decline in the efficiency 
of the House of Commons, and its steady 
decline in the estimation of the public 


outside. Year by vear he had seen the 
rigits of private Members trenched 
upon and filched away; and _ now, 


under this rule, it might be taken as 
true that their rights had ceased alto- 
gether. “ Expedient ”’ was an ominous 
term. The closure and the guillotine 
had been borrowed from Continental 
Parliamentary practice to destroy 
freedom of speech here, where freedom 
of speech used to be a cherished 
boast. The right of ventilating griev- 


Mr.John Redmond, 
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ances had always been held to precede 
the right of voting supplies. That was 
a fundamental right which had been 
won by the fortitude and heroism of 
their forefathers; and now, casually, 
at six or eight hours notice a Prime Min- 
ister of England came down, and, for no 
other reason than that his own Party 
would not attend so as to enable him to 
continue in office, proposed this Re- 
solution which filched away the funda- 
mental rights of private Members. This 
was done by a Minister who knew per- 
fectly well that he had lost the confidence 
of the country; and by a condemned 
House of Commons which was waiting for 
the hour of its extinction to chime. 


He did not attribute the whole of the 
situation in which the House found itself 
to the right hon. Gentleman or to his Gov- 
ernment. If the Government changed 
to-morrow and a new set of Ministers 
took their place, he knew pertectly well 
that they would feel the pressure of the 
new conditions which had arisen. The 
plain truth was, and he had said it over 
and over again on recent occasions and 
in past years, that the House of Commons 
was physically unable to perform one- 
tenth of the important duties which the 
changed conditions of the Empire had 
thrown upon it. They had heard much 
recently of devolution, of Home Rule all 
round, and of Home Rule for Ireland as 
he and his colleagues understood it and 
as they demanded it. He knew that he 
could not discuss that question now ; 
but, after all, in his opinion, this was in 
its essence a Home Rule debate, if, such 
a proposal as this was—he would not say 
necessary—but was even discussable in 
the House of Commons, it meant that 
there was no alternative between, on the 
one side, lightening the load of this House, 
or, on the other side, destroying, past re- 
covery, this Parliament, and lowering it 
to the level of an Assembly whose only 
duty was to record the pre-arranged de- 
crees of a clique of Gentlemen who, for 
the moment, were in possession of office, 
but who knew themselves that they did 
not possess the confidence of the elector- 
ate. That was a position of contempt 
and degradation forthe House of Com- 
mons to be in. That was the position 
which the House of Commons would have 
to face in the future—and increasingly 
in the future, whatever Government held 
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the reins of power—unless the other 
alternative was adopted, which he knew 
would eventually be adopted, of lighten- 
ing the load of this Assembly and confin- 
ing its operations to the great matters 
affecting the welfare of the Empire. 
For these reasons he begged to move 
the Motion standing in his name. 


Business of the House 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said he 
was very glad indeed to be permitted 
to second the Motion made by the hon. 
Member for Waterford. It was a Motion 
moved by the hon. Gentleman with great 
propriety, because every Member of the 
House of Commons would realise that 
the Partv to which that hon. Gentleman 
belonged had, consistently and with hardly 
a break for a great number of years, de- 
fended the freedom of debate and dis- 
cussion in this House. And he would 
venture to express the hope that that 
Party would not weary from their 
labours in the cause of freedom of debate 
even though a general election were to 
result in a change of Government. They 
were now asked to participate and to 
acquiesce in another blow at and abridg- 
ment of the liberties of the House which 
had been so frequent in recent years, and 
which had so greatly distinguished the 
existing Parliament. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
had never changed his Party; but he 
had often changed his opinions. They 
were now witnessing, in his treatment of 
the House of Commons, a conversion 
on the part of the right hon. Gentle- 
inan to the extreme Radical doctrine 
of twenty or twenty-five years ago, 
He was reading the other day in a book 
a speech made by the hon. Member for 
Northampton in 1882, in which that hon. 
Gentleman was expounding the demo- 
cratic creed, as interpreted in those days. 
The hon. Gentleman’s view was that 
there ought to be very frequent elections ; 
certainly once every three years; that 
certain measures should be presented 
to the people at these elections; that 
they should be submitted to a plebiscite, 
and, if the people approved of them, that 
then they should pass, the Ministry 
having thereby received an imperative 
mandate, and, representing a majority, 
discussion was, therefore, useless. Now, 
he did not agree with these doctrines, and 
he thought there were a great many in 


{15 Maron 1905} 


. long to pass. 


(Supply, &c.) 78 
the House who were called advanced 
politicians who would not be inclined 
to use the argument in that form; but, 
even if they had all the advantages of 
triennial Parliaments, even if they had 
these special mandates, and even if they 
were dealing with a measure of which the 
country was in favour, he did not think 
they ought to assent to a doctrine which 
was absolutely subversive of all the 
fundamental principles of the English 
Constitution and prejudicial to the 
discussions in the House. How much 
less ought they to consent to the 
abrogation of the liberties of the House 
when there was no mandate whatever 
for the proceedings of the Government ; 
and whereas, instead of having triennial 
Parliaments, this Parliament was enter- 
ing on its fifth year, and when the Govern- 
itself did not pretend to claim that they 
had the confidence of the country in 
what they were doing. Why should they 
accept this abrogation of their liberties 
even if proposed by a First Lord of 
the Treasury, who represented the Con- 
stitutional and Conservative Party ? 


The right hon. Member for East{Fife 
had said that this Resolution did not 
stand alone ; that it was a step in a series, 
and part of aregular policy. Surely hon. 
Gentlemen who had been listening to the 
debates of this and last session would 
remember the discussions on the Licensing 
Bill. There was almost an exact parallel 
between the conduct of the Prime 
Minister in regard to that important 
measure and his conduct in regard to 
Supply before Easter. The plan was a 
very simple one. Parliament was called 
together very late, or the Government 
Bills were introduced very late. No 
care was taken of debate in the earlier 
stages. The Prime Minister never 
attended in his place; he never con- 
descended to give the House the benefit 
of his guidance at any stage of these pro- 
ceedings. He never used his persuasive 
and dialectical arts to get business 
forward, and to make those arrange- 
ments which enabled the minority 
to take part in the government of the 
country. Then, all of a sudden, in the 
privacy of his room, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was told that Supply was in arrears, 
or that the Licensing Bill would take too 
And, on that ground, and 
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that ground alone, the right hon. Gentle- 
man came down to the House of Commons 
and proposed a special Resolution ; and 
the guillotine Resolution was enforced. 
He should like to know what conceivable 
species of Parliamentary business could 
not be arbitrarily curtailed and closured 


by this simple plan? Now, because 
the Administration could not make 
up their mind as to their Army 


policy, the Army Estimates were just 
presented to the House. The Supple- 
mentary Estimates, which were fertile in 
the possibilities of unexpected divisions, 
had been postponed, and the Navy 
Estimates, on which the Government 
had a majority, had been put very 
prominently in the forefront. He had 
listened to all these debates, and he could 
tell the right hon. Gentleman that there 
had been just as many speeches made 
from his own side of the House as from 
that side; and he would also tell the 
right hon, Gentleman that, though prob- 
ably he had not heard them for himself, 
sometimes for two hours at a time there 
had been a continuation of obstructive 
speeches from the Government benches. 
Could the right hon. Gentleman deny 
that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
POSITION cries of “Oh, oh! ’] 


Yes. [Op- 


*Mr. CHURCHILL said that now they 
saw why the right hon. Gentleman took 
such care to be very seldom in the 
House. It was in order that when he 
was asked a very awkward Question he 
might pretend that he knew nothing 
about it. As to the debates on the 
Navy Estimates, the Secretary to the 
Admiralty very courteously occupied 
twice or three times as much time as 
any other Member of the House. 
But he understocd the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not put forward any charge of 
obstruction. What, then, was the un- 
usual cause this year which made 
‘his extraordinary procedure necessary ? 
What had been the feature of the debates? 
Empty benches opposite. On numerous 
occasions he had observed only a 
dozen hon. Gentlemen opposite. They 
were sick at heart. Although they were 
ready to vote they did not pay any 

_ettention to the arguments used in de- 
bate. Even on the debate on the Navy 


Mr. Churchill. 


omed Satie 
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the hon. Member for Northampton 
moved a count because only fifteen 
Members were present. They were asked 
to dwell on the unprecedented virtues 
of the Government. They heard a good 
deal about March 31st, for the right hon. 
Gentleman liked these laws with respect 
to dates. He was very respectful of the 
law of August 12th—anything which 
marked a period when he could get away 
from the House of Commons and dis- 
cussion seemed naturally sacred in his 
eyes. After all, the law of March 31st 
existed on the authority of Parliament 
and the House of Commons, and were 
not the laws and procedure of that House 
also of some sanctity and value? Why 
should they always be brushed aside / 
The ordinary remedy for getting through 
this business would be to sit up late. 
The right hon. Gentleman threw great 
scorn on that practice, which was not 
very satisfactory or comfortable. But an 
elaborate procedure was the only method 
by which a minority could defend itself 
and assert its influence in the government 
of the country, so that the doings ot 
Parliament should have 4 national 
character—an elaborate procedure which 
gave the minority ap opportunity of 
questioning the proceedings of the 
majority at many stages, and imposed 
on the majority certain obligations of 
exertion and even sacrifice in order that 
they might show the earnestness of their 
convictions. The present proposals were 
foreign to the traditions of the Conser- 
vative Party, which for many years in- 
veighed against this sort of procedure. 
Moreover, that Party would not alway- 
be in the majority, and invasions of the 
procedure of the House were very rarely 
recovered. Why should they not sit up 
a few nights? He was not sure that an 
all-night sitting caused bad feeling in the 
House, sometimes a feeling of comrade- 
ship sprang up which afterwards re- 
mained and made the course of business 
thereafter somewhat easier. Large block- 
of business were invariably got through 
after an all-night sitting had taken place. 

What was the new fact this year which 
impelled the Prime Minister to make 
these proposals? It was that there was 
a complete demoralisation of the cohesive 
forces in the Unionist Party, who would 
not consent to make any real sacrifice of 
their convenience or comfort to keep the 























eee = PEER 




















a 





81 Business of the House {15 Maren 1£05} (Supply, &c.) &2 


Government in power; and the more | the least or the reputation of the Govern- 
discredited the Government was in the| ment being in the slightest degree 
country the more desperate and re-| diminished. The right hon. Gentleman 
volutionary was the procedure which it|had brought forward a Motion which 
was compelled to resort to in the House | fitted in with the general scheme of his 
of Commons. What did the Government | new procedure rules. Those rules were 
represent ? He did not attach much | framed in the interests of those who were 
importance to the mandate, but every | most seldom there, who were most fre- 
one knew that the election was fought on | quently wearied of debate, in the interest 
the specific issue of the war. The Prime | of men of leisure and of pleasure who 
Minister himself had become Prime | liked to belong to the House of Com- 
Minister by methods by which only a| mons because it invested them with a 
very small minority of Prime Ministers | serious character they would not other- 
had ever succeeded to that great office. | wise possess, The injury which the Prime 
He had never come forward and led his | Minister had thus done to the House of 
Party to victory at the polls; he received | Commons would, he ventured to say, be 
his great office as a private inheritance, | remembered long after even the extrava- 
and his title was going to be contested in | gance of his Administration had been for- 
the high court of appeal. The Govern- | gotten by the country. He did not think 
ment did not represent the country, nor | the Opposition would be great losers, 
even their own Party—not its traditions, | whatever might be the result of the divi- 
which were represented by men like the| sion. Although, as he had pointed out in 
right hon. Member for Bristol, not its | the previous session, it was in the power 
ideals, which were represented by the | of the right hon, Gentleman to remain in 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich, | office so long as his majority would vote 
not its appetites and ambitions, those | with servility on general occasions, did 
were represented on the third bench | the right hon. Gentleman think he would 
below the gangway by the right hon.| be much better in the end? The very 
Member for Birmingham. They did not | Parliamentary manceuvres by which the 
represent even the talent of their Party; | right hon. Gentleman retained himself in 
they were a Government of Under-| power would be one of the principal 
Secretaries and of private secretaries. reasons why numbers of voters would be 
induced to transfer their allegiance to the 

*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not the | Liberal Party at the next election. He 
cccasion for a general indictment of the | calculated at the end of the last session 
(rovernment on all grounds. that the Conservative or Unionist Party 
paid as the privilege of being represented 

Mr. CHURCHILL said the Prime| by their leaders a rent of about 
Minister knew perfectly well that the | one thousand votes each Parliamentary 
: day. That was mounting up to a con 
siderable figure. The Opposition had no 
reason, from a partisan point of view, for 
regretting any Parliamentary manveuvte, 
however ingenious, however discredit- 
able, however revolutionary, which the 
Gladstone and Disraeli formed Govern- | Tight hon. Gentleman might see fit to 
ments they had to make accommodation | introduce. It was not purely from a 
with many distinguished men who shared | Party point of view that this Motion 
and divided the authority of their chiefs, | had been discussed. It had been dis- 
but the present Prime Minister, on the /cussed in the interests of the House of 
other hand, was absolutely supreme. | Commons as a whole. The right hon. 
There was not a single right hon. Gentle- | Gentleman had adjured the House to 
man in the Cabinet who would venture | support the proposal in the interests ot 
to stand against him for a moment. | the dignity of the House of Commons. 
The right hon. Gentleman could | If he (Mr. Churchill) had to choos» 
dismiss his colleagues in droves and | between the interests ot the dignity of 
batches and fill their places with others the House of Commons and its freedom, 
without the public service suffering in| he would pronounce for its freedom. It 








object of all these manceuvres was merely 
to retain in power for a few weeks, or 
it might be months, an Administration 
which feared to face the verdict of the 
country. He did not dispute the power 
of the nght hon. Gentleman. When 
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could not enjoy real dignity unless its 
debates were free. He was certain that 
the Motion of the hon. Member for 
Waterford, whatever fate it might meet 
with here, would receive earnest appro- 
bation in the country, and when the 
opportunity came—as come it must— 
the nation would testify its gratitude to 
all who had endeavoured to vindicate the 
liberties of Parliament. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House declines to sanction any proposal 
to further arbitrarily curtai! discussion of 
Supplies and of the various stages of the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill as a violation of the consti- 
tutional rights of the House.’—(.Wr. John 
Redmond.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
‘in order to’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) (who spoke amid great 
interruption and loud cries of Wanklyn) 
said that the hon. Member for Oldham 
had occupied some considerable time, but 
after all what had he said? After all his 
oratorical efforts, after inveighing against 
the Prime Minister, the hop. Member told 
the House with tears in his throat that 
the 3lst of March came every year, and 
that where there was a Government 
there must always be an Opposition. 
The speech of the hon. Member might be 
described as a plot of platitudes and a 
lot of attitudes. He, himself, had no 
desire to prolong the debate, but he 
thought that if the hon. Member cur- 
tailed his observations he would find 
that his audience on the Unionist benches 
would gradually grow larger and that 
there would be more time to discuss those 
questions which the hon. Gentleman 
himself considered to be of such vital 
importance. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he had only a few Questions to put to the 
Government. First of all he wished to 
know whether when this Motion was 
passed it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to abolish the dinner hour as estab- 
lished by the new rules. The second 
question was whether they intended to 
pass a rule with regard to the limitation 
of speeches. And the third was whether, 


if this rule was passed, the House was to 
Mr. Churchill. 
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conclude that it was the winding-up order 
of this Parliament ; whether, havinge on- 
cluded these measures of Supply by 
March 3lst, it was the intention of the 
Government to appeal to the country to 
see whether it still approved of the plans 
of the Government for the carrying on of 
the business of the country. If this 
procedure was proposed in order to hasten 
the dissolution of this Parliament that 
would be a good reason for not opposing 
this rule. Those were the Questions he 
desired to put to the Government, and if 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer could not reply to them 
at once he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Prime Minister would give a 
serious Answer to them before the debate 
concluded. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AUsTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) interjected an ob- 
servation which did not reach the gallery, 


Mr. BROADHURST : 
oppose you. 


Then we shall 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Of 


course. 


Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he took a very serious 
view of the proposal made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister, and 
on the previous night or early that morn- 
ing he called attention to the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not even 
think it worth while to read the terms of 
his Resolution to the House. Had it 
not been for the fact that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham had obtained a copy of 
the Motion from the Clerk at the Table, 
the House would have been in complete 
ignorance as to its terms until that morn- 
ing. As it was, hon. Members were called 
upon at five hours notice to discuss what 
must be described as a revolutionary 
change in the rules of the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury had had to acknowledge that 
this was the first t me that the closure of 
debate had been proposed in connection 
with the Supplementary Estimates. If 
there was one debate in this House which 
ought not to be curtailed it was the 
debate upon theSupplementary Estimates. 
What were the Supplementary Estimates 4 
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They might represent two things, either 
a new set of events demanding a new 
expenditure, to which nobody could 
object, or they might represent, which 
was mostly the case, gross miscalculation 
on the part of those who framed the 
financial statements of the country. It 
was truethat the Supplementary! Estimates 
this year were rather lower than they 
were in the previous year, but that only 
showed that such a Resolution as that be- 
fore the House was not necessary. In 
1895-4 the Supplementary Estimates 
were only £592,000; in 1894-5, they 
were £655,000. But since that date the 
Supplementary Estimates had never been 
under £2.000,000, and on one occasion, in 
the vear 1903-4, thev reached £4,610,000, 
A Supplementary Estimate of nearly 
£5,000,000 was to all intents and pur- 
poses a second Budget, and ought to be 
subjected to the same severity and length 
of criticism as a Budget. Therefore the 
House was now in this position, that the 
Prime Minister was leav.nz to any future 
Finance Minister an opportunity fer 
proposing « second Budget in one year in 
the shape of Sapplementary Estimates, 
and at the same time depriving the House 
of Commons of the right of full discussion, 
which lay at the very basis of its history 
and institution. While he felt bound to 
speak with some severity of the policy of 
the Prime Minister, he did not wish to 
speak with any severity of the right hon, 
(rentleman himself. The Prime Minister 
by his charm of manner had been able to 
get this House to do things which a less 
popular Minister would have been stopped 
from even proposing. The right hon. 
Gentleman reminded him of four lines 
of his illustrious countryman, Sir Walter 
Scott— 
‘* Like the bat of Indian brakes, 
His pinions fan the wound he makes ; 


And soothing thus the sufferer’s pain, 
He draws the life-blood from the vein.” 


By his personal courtesy and easy-going 
and affable manner the Prime Minister 
had been able to get the House, session 


{15 Marcu 1905} 


(Supply, &c.) 86 


on Account were seldom for more than 
six weeks, and rarely for a larger sum 
than from £3,000,000 to £5,000,000. But 
in 1897 the Government obtained a Vote 
of Credit for £10,300,000, and covering 
four months of Parliamentary time, 
while on one occasion there was a Vote 
of Credit for no less than £21,500,000, 
and covering a period of five months. 
In other words, Votes on Account, which 
were always discussed and decided in one 
day of Parliamentary time, had risen to 
such a point that nearly one-fourth of the 
entire revenue of the country was allowed 
only one day’s discussion. The right 
hon. Gentleman was also responsible for 
the guillotine which followed the twenty- 
three days of Supply. Did the House 
realise—he was confident the country 
did not—that in every session of Parlia- 


ment millions of money were voted 
without a single hour’s discussion ? 
Referevce had been made to the 


embarrassments of previous Ministries 
with regard to legislation and those of 
the present Government with regard 
to finance. Embarrassments with regard 
to legislation were important only if the 
legislation was important. But the 
importance of legislation was infinitesimal 
as compared with the importance of 
finance. One Minister could propose 
legislation in one direction, and his suc- 
cessor in another; but expenditure out- 
lasted Parliaments and Ministries, and 
went on for ever. The proper control of 
expenditure was the main and supreme 
function of the House of Commons, and 
any attack upon its power in that direc- 
tion was far more serious thin any 
attack upon its liberty ot discussion with 
regard to legislation. In four sessions of 
Parliament £116,000,000 had been voted 
without a single hour’s discussion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member will be in order on this 
Motion in reviewing the general effect of 
the Supply rule; his observations must 
be coarined to the Amendment. 


after session, to surrender some of its, 


most valuable principles and traditions. 
What had been the result? He had 
already referred to Supplementary Esti- 
mates; he would now take Votes on 
Account. When he first entered Parlia- 
ment, before that Assembly had been 
demoralised by the Prime Minister, Votes 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR suid his con- 
tention was that this Motion was only a 
part of a general policy for which the 
right hon. Gentleman was responsible and 
which he had relentlessly pursued. From 

, that policy there had naturally followe1 
want of supervision, which meant want of 
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economy. In the last ten years the 
revenue of the country had increased 
from £107,000,000 to £177,000,000 ; Army 
and Navy expenditure hid risen from 
£36,500,000 to £86,500,000; and the 
liabilities of the State had swollen from 
£738,000,000 to £948,000,000. Those 
figures showed that the curtailment of 
debate for which the Prime Minister was 
mainly responsible had led to an 
appalling increase in the burden of the 
nation. What would be the result if the 
House were precluded from discussing 
Supplementary Estimates? It was only 
necessary to lcok at the fate of another 
Empire. He could foresee a time, if this 
policy was continued, whenan Alexieff of 
the Treasury bench would lead this 
country into the same morass of bleod and 
bankruptey into which another Minister 
had led another Empire. Whenever he 
was In ‘he smallest difficulty the Prime 
Min’ster laid his hands upon immemorial 
traditicns and usages of the House. He 
had failed to give any reason whatever for 
this Moticn. With the least tact, concilia- 
tion, and con‘erence, the right hon. Geutle- 
man could have got his necessary Votes 
before the legal day, probably without a 
single all-night sitting. It had been sug- 
gested by some Members that the Motion 
was rendered recessury by the delay in 
the Army Estimates caused by dissen- 
sions, wh'le others declared it to te due 
to the reluctance cf the supporters of the 
Government to tear themselves away 
frcm their social amusements. What- 
ever the real reason might be, was it 
not too bad that the Leader of the 
House, the custcdian of its liberties and 
traditions, should not hesitate to pro- 
pose a rule such as no Prime Minister 
had ever proposed before. The right 
hon. Gentleman seemed really not to care 
what happened, so far as Parliament 
wes corcerned. After him, the deluge. 
If he was in a difficulty, his idea wes 
to smash this rule, break this tradition, 
Violate this law, or curtail that liberty. 
He seemed to think that nothing mattered 
im this world. Immersed in the meta- 
plvsies of his native country, the Prime 
Minister seemed to regard all sub!unary 
éffairs as unworthy of ccnsideration, 
There was once an invasion of this House 
ty a monarch. Charks I., when he 
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attempted to arrest the five Members, 
probably thought he was 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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simple and as easy a thing as the Prime 
Minister apparently imagined he was 
doing in abolishing the control of Parlia- 
ment over Supplementary Estimates. 
The record of that transaction as set 
forth by the then Clerk of the House 
was— 

*“*His Majesty came into the House and took 
Mr. Speaker’s Chair. ‘Gentlemen, I am sorry 
to have this occasion to come unto you—— ” 
and then the record ended. That Clerk 
of the House of Commons was a Gentle- 
man entirely after the Prime Minister’s 
heart. Whatever changes might take 
place in the rules and traditions of this 
House, the Prime Minister was pertectly 
satisfied, knowing that in about six weeks 
or six months in the cold shades of 
opposition his responsibility would have 
entirely ceased. 


Mr. WANKLYN (Bradford, Central) 
said he had been invited by hon. Members 
opposite to give his reason for supporting 
the Government on the present occasion 
He found those reasons in speeche: 
delivered during the recess by the righ’ 
hon. Baronet the Member for Northum- 
berland and the junior Member for 
Oldham. He did not intend to 
digress into eny personal issue be- 
tween the hon. Member for Old- 
ham and himself; that could be 
settled elsewhere than in the House ot 
Commons. But on this question ol! 
procedure, in more than one speech the 
right hon. Baronet and the hon. Member 
to whom he had referred had stated that 
it was the duty of the Opposition to block 
all Government business in that House 
from the first meeting of Parliament, on 
the ground that His Majesty’s Ministers 
had exhausted their mandate. Probably 
the Opposition and himself would not 
agree as to whether the Government had 
exhausted their mendate, but they 
would doubtless agree that Ministers 
had a mandate to bring about a settle- 
ment of affairs in South Africa, and he 
suggested that affairs there would not be 
settled until representative government 
had been granted. There was the case 
of the Licensing Bill last year, when the 
Opposition questioned the right of the 
Prime Minister to introduce the guillotine 
as he was now doing. He was within 
the recollection of the House when he 
said that the Licensing Bill was obstructed 
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until the guillotine was introduced, and 
not until then did they really get to 
business. Why was that Bill obstructed ¢ 
Tt was said that the Licensing Bill would 
put into the pockets of the brewers 
£300,000,000, whereas they knew that 
since the Act had come into force every 
brewery share in the country had dropped. 
[Opposition cries of “ Oh,” and “ No, 
no!” | He was not going to be silenced 
hy clamour, and he was only replying to 
what had been said by the junior Member 
for Oldham. When all- night sittings 
were advocated how far did they con- 
tribute to the dignity of the House ? 
Great writers in the leading magazines 
had asserted that this House was losing 
respect in the country, and why? 
Because of the scenes which arose at all- 
night sittings. Those scenes were 
amongst the causes which contributed 
to this loss of respect. As he had said 
before, so far as the business of this House 
was concerned no good work could be 
done after twelve o'clock at night. He 
begged to thank the Opposition for the 
courteous way in which they had listened 
to observations which they themselves 
had asked for. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he did 
not think many hon. Members had 
realised the very stringent character 
of the Motion of the Prime Minister, and 
he doubted whether the right hon. 
Gentleman himself was aware of the 
wide terms or the possibilities that 
might arise under the Motion. The 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
stated that under this Motion it would 
be possible to put down new Votes 
in Supply on the very day the guillotine 
was to fall, and nobody could doubt 
that that was a fact. But there was 
an even wider power than this in- 
volved in the Motion. It spoke of 
“any Supplementary Estimates,” there- 
fore it was not confined to Supple- 
mentary Estimates now before the 
House. It would be possible for the 
Government to introduce on the first 
day of the guillotine an entirely new 
Supplementary Estimate, which might 
not up to that time have been within the 
purview of the House, and then call 
upon the House to pass it without any 
consideration and without a word of 
discussion. He trusted that an ample 
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opportunity would be given to the House 
of considering the drafting of Amend- 
ments, because there were two or three 
points which he was sure were never 
intended by the Prime Minister when he 
gave instructions for the drafting of his 
Motion, which might bring about an 
entirely unexpected and unanticipated 
state of things unless they were allowed 
to examine the wording and purport of 
the Motion. He thought the Prime 
Minister could not deny that the real 
reason that had induced him to make 
this stringent Motion was the fact that he 
dare not face the country or the House 
of Commons. He was endeavouring to 
take away the last remaining right of the 
House to criticise the expenditure of 
public money. That vas the reason why 
he was afraid of all-night sittings. The 
fact was the right hon. Gentleman knew 
that he could not command the support 
of hon. Members sitting behind him 
unless they were allowed to come down 
at stated times. They had seen enough 
this session of the way the right hon. 
Gentleman had had to put up hon. 
Members time after time in order to 
avoid coming to a decisioh when the 
House was ready to do so, and that had 
contributed to the waste of time during 
the present session. Was it not time 
that the Prime Minister should go to the 
country and cease carrying on this farce 
any longer ? 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he had 
been listening with interest to the debate, 
and had expected to hear some defence 
made of this proposal. Only one de- 
fender, however, had spoken, and 
that was the hon. Member for Central 
Bradford. If the House thought that 
he had strengthened the case for the 
Government they would no doubt express 
that feeling in the division lobby. 


Mr. WANKLYN : Hear, hear! 


Mr. BRYCE said this proposal was 
unlike any which the Government had 
made before in two respects : in the first 
place, it related to money, and in this 
respect it was a stricter proposal with 
regard to the Estimates. In the second 
place, it had not been supported in his 
opinion by any substantial arguments 
at all by the Prime Minister. The 
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Prime Minister had endeavoured to take 
advantage of his own wrong doing, for he 
had brought them into a difficult position 
and now turned round and asked them 
to give him an advantage. This re- 
minded him of the story of a mountain 
guide who led his party to a dangerous 
point and then turned round and said 
that they must double the pay for his 


services because they had got into a diffi- , 


cult position. This difficulty was en- 
tirely caused by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and it was entirely the right 
hon. Gentleman’s fault that they found 
themselves in their present position. In 
every other previous case of this kind 
something like obstruction had been 
urged as a reason for such a Motion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T am always 
careful never to allege obstruction unless 
I am driven to it. But do not let 
the right hon. Gentleman suppose that 
I do not think that there was obstruction. 


Mr. BRYCE said that a more uncandid 
way of putting it he had never heard. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If by the Par- 
liamentary expression “ uncandid” the 
right hon. Gentleman means to say that 
1 was ambiguous, I now proceed to make 
it unambiguous and I say that there 
sas obstruction. [Opposition cries of 
“When ?”] 


Mr. BRYCE said that what he meant 
to express was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not at liberty to take refuge in 
that phrase, and if he thought there had 
been obstruction he was bound to state it. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg pardon. 


Mr. BRYCE said that when the Prime 
Minister avowed that there was obstruc- 
tion he was bound to give his reasons for 
that statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I am not 
bound to do so. 


Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. Gentle- 
man had a right of reply on this Motion, 
and he hoped that he would endeavour to 
collect instances of obstruction from 


those of his supporters who had been 
more frequently in the House, and perhaps 


Mr, Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 





(Supply, &c.) 92 


that would give him an opportunity of 
fortifying the statement which, to his (Mr. 
Bryce’s) great surprise, he had just made. 
Speaking for himself he had never seen 
any obstruction except that which pro- 
ceeded from hon. Members opposite in 
their endeavour to avert dangerous divi- 
sions. He was not aware of any single case 
of an hon. Member obstructing except 
with a view of keeping off a division. 
It would have been perfectly easy to have 
finished off the Supplementary Votes 
in Supply before March 31st without 
this Motion. Even admitting that the 
House meeting on February 14th gave 
too narrow a margin, why did the 
right hon. Gentleman not bring the 
House together before that date / 
Surely it would have been much wiser to 
have met earlier. He invited the Prime 
Minister to give them a single case in 
which a Minister of the Crown had 
ever appealed to the House to be%allowed 
to comply with the law where that re- 
quest had been refused. They all re- 
membered how long the debate on the 
King’s Speech had lasted, and how re- 
markable it was that the Government 
had made no effort to abridge'the debate 
on the King’s Speech. That debate 
lasted fourteen days, and it would have 
been quite possible to have curtailed 
it, because the Government even then 
had before them all the difficulties which 
they now alleged as a reason for bringing 
forward this proposal. What was the 
motive which induced the Prime Minister 
to call Parliament together so late, and 
why had he allowed the debate on the 
King’s Speech to go dawdling on? The 
only explanation he could see was that 
the Government were not then ready 
with their Estimates. That was the 
most probable explanation, and it was 
confirmed by the tact that they had not 
produced the Army Estimates until 
yesterday morning. The Army KEsti- 
mates had not been produced so late 
for a long time, and if there were 
any particular Estimates that ought 
to be produced early they were the 
Army Estimates. They contained not 
only an additional sum of money, 
but, what was more important, were 
changed in form and raised many diffi- 
cult questions which required more 
debate than in ordinary years, and, 
therefore, there was every reason why 











0 











8... 





93 Business of the House 


the House should have had those Esti- 
mates at the earliest possible time. He 
was perfectly certain that the right hon. 
Gentleman would not traverse that fact. 
He did not attribute any particular 
blame to him. He did not know where 
the blame lay, but that there was blame 
attaching to the Ministry for not pro- 


ducing the Army Estimates until 
yesterday no one could deny. The 
right hon, Gentleman had offered an 


opportunity for the discussion of Army 
policy upon another date, but that was 
not the same thing as a debate upon the 
first two Votes. There was unreality 
about discussion after the Votes were 
passed. It was not the opportunity the 
House had a right to expect. 


There were other methods of getting 
through business in time. The use of the 
ordinary closure might have been sufficient 
if applied with tact and judgment, and 
when it was rendered necessary because 
Members opposite had wasted time to 
postpone a division. Saturday sittings to 
expedite business had in old days 
frequently been resorted to. Personally 
disagreeable such sittings were to Mem- 
hers, but they were a far less evil than the 
measure now proposed. By an exchange 
of the Wednesdays after Easter the 
Government might have secured time 
within the financial year. There was no 
precedent for asking the House to adopt 
such a Resolution without allowing time 
to formulate Amendments, nor for curtail- 
ing discussion of the Estimates in this 
manner, except at the end of the session. 
A mixture of recklessness with indolence 
in Leadership had brought about the 
present difficulty. The First Lord 
of the Treasury had used a remark- 
able expression in his speech that 
night, namely, that they could not go 
back to the easy-going methods of old 


times. The methods of old days were not 
easy-going ; the Leaders of the House of 


thirty, forty, or fifty years ago were not 
easy-going men; they took pains, they 
looked ahead, they were not caught by 
the tide of time, they used their oppor- 
tunities, they had their supporters ready, 
and had time for any important unex- 
pected question that might arise. It was 
hecause forethought, care, and use of 
opportunities had been neglected during 
recent years of Leadership that the House 
found itself in this difficulty. 


{15 Marca 1905} 


(Supply, &c.) 94 


The country generally probably did not 
understand the complicated procedure of 
the House, and therefore there was the 
more reason that the House should have 
a scrupulous regard for it. A change of 
procedure of this kind amounted to 
change of constitution ; it removed a 
safeguard for debate and proper conduct 
of business the wisdom of previous Parlia- 
ments had thought necessary. Changes 
hitherto made had been justified by un- 
due prolongation of debate, but no such 
defence could be made of the innovation 
now attempted. The Prime Minister 
on a previous occasion, when making an 
other revolutionary proposal in regard to 
their financial debates—when the Votes 
were being slumped — quarrelled very 
much with him because he ventured to say 
that it was by control over finance that 
the privileges of the House were originally 
established, that it was by being the 
guardian of the public purse that the 
House gave protection to the ratepayers, 
and that every change in their privileges 


which affected money was a question of 
the utmost gravity. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that conditions 


were now quite different. It was true 
that the forms in which the danger ap- 
peared were different from age to age, but 
it would generally be found that the 
substance and principle remained very 
much the same. The control of money, 
and the responsibilities attaching to 
Supply, had always been a vital and 
central point in the powers and duties of 
the House, and wherever they were 
being affected the House ought to be 
doubly watchful. He did not suggest 
that the dangers now were such as in old 
days the House had to contend with ; 
but there was grave danger to economy 
and efficient administration if the House 
cultivated a habit of negligence and 
blind obedience to the Government of the 
day, abrogating thereby its first duty. 
Every proposal which tended to weaken 
the interest of the House in financial 
matters and subjected its voting to 
abnormal conditions tended to destroy 
its sense of responsibility and duty to 
secure economy and prevent the im- 
position of unnecessary burdens on the 
nation, and was an injury, to the Con- 
stitution. 


The hon.” Member’ for Oldham ! had 
_ said that’ this was not™a Party question. 
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He himself did not desire to treat it as a 
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Party question, and he wished to make an | hon. Gentleman said that it was necessary 


appeal to the Party opposite. 
were easily formed, and surely no one 
would deny that it was a bad habit to 
become reckless in the voting of money. 
At the present time the Conservative 
Party considered itself in a special way 
the guardian of property, restraining any 
undue taxation of the rich, and all the 
dangers that might follow therefrom. 
He could imagine that a time might 
come—although the older Members of the 
House might not live to see it—when 
there would be a Party in that House 
very anxious to impose heavy taxation on 
the rich, and to employ the resources of 
the State for the benefit of the masses in 


a way which the property-holding classes | 


would greatly resent. Would it not be a 
great danger if there should be in those 
days a tyrannical Ministry, or a majority, 
anxious to carry out proposals with a 
high hand and to stifle the voice of 
criticism, and if they were able to cite 
this precedent set by a Conservative 
Government for shortening debate, for 
diminishing the opportunities of dis- 
cussion, and making it easier to carry 
strong and tyrannical measures‘ He 
hoped such a condition of things would 


not arise, but if it did the property-holding | 


classes would have grave reason to regret 
the policy of the present Prime Minister. 
He believed the present proposal of 
the right hon. Gentleman was another 
step, and a great step, towards the 
degradation of the House of Commons 
and the restriction of its powers in the 
performance of important functions. 
Those who would have most reason to 
regret the change were those who valued 
the traditions of the House, and who 
knew how precious were the traditions 
of liberty. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said the First Lord of the Treasury was 
very difficult to satisfy. If they talked 
on the proposals which were made he 
charged them with obstruction, and if 
they were silent they were guilty of a 
manoeuvre in order to get a snap division. 
Which was it that the First Lord wished 4 
If he would daily put out a list of those 
whom he desired to speak they would do 
their best to satisfy him. They could not 
be both silent and speak. 


Mr. Bryce, 


What was 


Bad habits | to get through certain business before 
'March 31st. It was quite conceivable 


that the House should get through that 
business without any charge of obstruc- 
tion being made. The real reason of the 
proposal was to be found in the speech 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
made last July at a private dinner give 
downstairs by certain of his own sup- 
porters. At that dinner the First Lord 
of the Treasury used these remarkable 
words— 

“The results of the by-elections were not the 
most serious danges in the path of the Unionist 
Government. The most apparent danger was 
want of loyalty on the part of some of the 
Unionist Members. ” 


And then the right hon. Gentleman 
went on tosay that he would not unduly 
burden his followers even in that session 
or in the next; and in return—let the 
House observe this—he expected from 
them that loyalty in the division lobbies 
—that loyalty which would enable the 
Government to carry their programe 


to a successful issue. . The right 
hon. Gentleman was fulfilling to the 
letter that pledge not to be a 


burden on his followers, and demanded 
in return that high loyalty in the division 
lobbies which he had asked for last year. 
The right hon. Gentleman had had his 
experience in the division lobbies, and 
had told his followers that neither their 
pains nor their joys could be prolonged. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman came 
down to the House with a following 260 
strong—he had never had his followers 
260 strong before—at an early hour, and 
had kept them there in order to exercise 
his brutal mastery over the Opposition. 
He did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman believed that the future 
dignity of Parliament was to be main- 
tained by these methods, but he was 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman was 
destroying all true interest in the work- 
ing of the House of Commons. He had 
been in the House for ten years and 
could say that in the course of the last 
few years there had been no inducement 
to any Member to undertake any sort of 
serious work, and at that moment the 
position was worse than ever. Day by 
day they were waiting to see this Gov- 
ernment fall to pieces. It was only by 
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the most extraordinary exertions that 
the right hon Gentleman had been able 
to keep together a Party composed of 
discontented free-traders and discon- 
tented protectionists. He had only kept 
them together by coercing a minority, 
and had now in this last effort achieved 
the triumph of his purpose. The right 
hon. Gentleman had brought down his 
large majority, and they were receiving 
the reward for their pains by enjoying to 
the full the humiliation of the minority. 


Sm GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said he must agree with some of 
the hon. Gentlemen who had spoken 
in saying that there was much in 
those rules that he did not like. It 
was a very hateful necessity that such 
measures should be introduced at all. But 
was It not really a farce that hon, Gentle- 
men opposite should say they were keenly 
anxious to discuss the Supplementary 
Estimates, while they were wasting the 
whole of that dayand probably to-morrow. 
If hon. Members could only be reason- 
able for once there would be other two 
days on which to discuss the details of 
the Estimates, the discussion on the prin- 
ciples having already taken place. Cer- 
tain Members on the other side of the 
House were determined to put every 
difficulty in the way of passing Govern- 
ment measures. In 1894, when he took 
some interest in the Opposition of the 
time, they always allowed these matters 
to go through because they did not in- 
volve questions of Party politics, but 
rather of routine. This the Opposition of 
that day did, although the Government 
was weak and had not the mandate of the 
country as was proved very soon after- 
wards. Tf hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
keen to discuss every shilling on these 
Estimates there was ample time to do it 
even if the Resolution was passed. 
Even if the Opposition gained a Party 
advantage by these discussions, the 
country did not care for them. It only 
desired the House to get through with 
its business in a reasonable manner. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said that the hon. 
Member who had just sat down bad 
trotted out the proceedings in 1894. and 
he noticed that his remarks were cheered 
by some hon. Members opposive. Dut 
the conditions in 1894 were ertirely 


VOL. CXLIT. [Fourts Sertes.] 


{15 Marca 1905} 


(Supply, &c.) 98 


different from those now existing, when 
a great revolution was being promoted 
in the Army and the Resolution of the 
Prime Minister would affect discussion 
on the Army Estimates. He had been 
for many years sitting opposite the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and had 
watched him very carefully all that time. 
He had always admired the right hon. 
Gentleman, but that afternoon the 
Prime Minister had surpassed himself. 
When the right hon. Gentleman gave 
notice last midnight of this Resolution he 
had ventured to interject the word 
“unprecedented.” In the course of the 
very warm conversation which followed 
the right hon. Gentleman stated that 
he could brush that word aside, and 
produce precedents for this Resolution ; 
but he had entirely failed to do so; 
at any rate he had made no attempt to 
bring forward any precedent for this 


Resolution. At Question time yesterday 
the right hon. Gentleman used the 
following words: ‘I cannot at the 


moment give the terms of the Resolu- 
tion which I shall move, though I hope 
to announce them to-night before the 


adjournment of the House.” At mid- 
night, instead of reading the terms 


of the Resolution, he merely laid it 
on the Table, and then they wit- 
nessed the unseemly spectacle of an 
hon. Member having to go down to 
the Table and get the terms of the 
Motion and read them out. That was 
unworthy of the Prime Minister and the 
Leader of the House. Why did not the 
right hon. Gentleman read out the terms 
of the Motion to the House as he 
specifically promised to do? And why 
were they not, in the usual manner. 
supplied elsewhere ? Why should they 
have this sort of elusiveness, the real 
reason of which everybody knew? All 
the great Leaders of the House had been 
frank and open with the House, from Mr. 
Disraeli downwards, except the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


This Resolution was most unpre- 
cedented in the way in which it was 
introduced ; and the right hon. Gentle- 
man had admitted, by his silence, that it 
was unprecedented in its nature. Th 
Resolusion, was a véry wide one, and 
went very far, He dia uct know how 
many hon. Members had made th>mselves 
mascers 02 its whele scepe. He freely 
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confessed that, though it was his business 
to look into such matters, it had taken 
him a good deal of time before he realised 
the whole scope of the Resolution. It 
had fifty-two lines to begin with. It 
dealt not only with Votes in Supply, but 
with all the stages of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill. Every one knew that the 
stages of that Bill offered a very wide and 
open door for discussion of various 
matters. He maintained that to adopt 
a drastic procedure on the Second and 
Third Readings of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill—the first that came before the House 
during the session—was to closure the 
House in a way which was_ perhaps 
only imperfectly realised. Worse than 
that, while the business to which this 
Resolution appertained was under the 
consideration of the House nothing else 
could be raised. There could be no 
Motion for adjournment, or Motion to 
report Progress, or Motion that the 
debate” be adjourned. It was, in effect, 
a blocking Motion of the most drastic 
character. The House of Commons was 
for ten days at the entire mercy of the 
Executive Government. Not a_ single 
question could be raised either on foreign 
or domestic matters while this Resolution 
remained in force. 


Business of the House 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is quite 


incorrect. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Perhaps the right 


hon. Gentleman will explain ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is incorrect 
because private Members’ rights are not 
interfered with, and the adjournment of 
the House can be moved. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said that that was 
no answer to his argument at all. So 
far as Government time was concerned 
the Motion would operate exactly as 
he had stated. It was a matter which 
concerned the House of Commons at 
large. Perhaps hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would not give him credit for sincerity 
when he stated that he viewed the 
Motion primarily from that aspect. He 
had sat on both sides of the Honse, and it 
had been his Ict om occasion; to. differ 
from his Leaders, and i: they brought 
forward a Motion of this kind; ne should 
certainly differ ‘rom them. {It was nyt 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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a question of Party; his objection to 
the Motion was rooted in the conception 
of what the functions of the House of 
Commons should be. Lord Palmerston, 
who was one of the most successful 
Leaders the House of Commons ever had, 
once used the following language— 

* But this House has another function to 
discharge, and one highly conducive to the 
public interests—namely, that of being the 
mouthpiece of the nation; the organ by which 
all opinions, all complaints, all notions of griev- 
ances, all hopes and expectations, all wishes 
and suggestions which may arise amongst the 
people at large, may be brought to an expres- 
sion here, may be discussed, examined, 
answered, rejected, or redressed.” 

That was as important a function 
as either legislation or criticism of the 
Estimates; and it was because this 
Motion trenched on that function that 
he opposed it so resolutely. He 
was glad the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Greenwich was present. The 
noble Lord had made brilliant con- 
tributions to their debates, and he 
had a distinguished future before him. 
He recently expressed the opinion that 
the House of Commons waz losing re- 
spect for itself. Many hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in their heart of hearts would 
vote for this Motion with a great deal of 
searching of heart. What right had the 
Government to bring forward a Motion of 
this kind? They did not represent the 
opinion of the people at large. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham said that the dissolution 
had no terrors for him. The dissolution 
had no terrors for himself; but there 
were many hon. Gentlemen opposite in 
a different position. They, at all events, 
had no authority to pass such a Resolu- 
tion. The Amendment might be defeated, 
the Resolution might be carried, but 
they on that side looked forward with 
confidence to the time when the present 
House of Commons would be buried and 
a new House of Commons would pro- 
ceed with legislation for the welfare of 
the people of these islands, 


*Mr. McCRAE said he wished to know 
what were the reasons underlying this 
attack on the privileges of the House of 
Coaimons and the freedom of debate. 
Uh2 Prime Minister stated that if this 
drastic rule were not passed soldiers would 
not lx; «bie to get their pay. It was sick- 
ening und revolting that our soldiers 
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should be dragged in as pawns in this 
Party manceuvre. The Secretary of State 
for War advanced that argument a few 
days ago, but it was unworthy of the 
Prime Minister to follow that example. 
As a matter of fact, the soldiers would not 
be paid out of the Army Votes at all. If 
the Army Votes were to be used for Army 
purposes they should be put into the 
Consolidated Fund Bill and all the dates 
would have to be changed. Instead 
of the Speaker being out of the Chair on 
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the 28th he would have to be moved out | 
If the right hon. Gentleman | 
desired to comply with the law he should | 


onthe 20th. 


get the Army Votes through and get 


them included in the Consolidated Fund | 
That was not | 


Act before March 3lst. 
proposed. The right hon. Gentleman 


was proposing to take money voted for the | 
| those which were of public importance. 


Civil Service and the Navy in order to 
discharge expenditure on the 
What 
Motion / 


business of the country. They repudi- 


ated the charge of obstruction which the | 


right hon. Gentleman had made and 


challenged him to justify his allegations | 


of obstruction by giving an_ instance 
when it occurred. His principal reason 


for rising was to put these points to the | 


right hon. Gentleman and to point out 
that what the right hon. Gentleman 
was going to do was, not to comply with 


the law but, to use the Civil Service and | 


if | 


Navy Votes for Army expenditure. 
the right hon. Gentleman was unable to 


carry on the business of Parliament the | 
only alternative consistent with his self- | 


respect and the dignity of Parliament 
was to appeal to the country. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he did not know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
intended to reply, but as he had been 
challenged with regard to his statement 
as to obstruction of the Liberal Members it 
was to be hoped he wouldgive some instance 
where that obstruction had occurred, 
because the impression was that all the 
obstruction had come from the Unionist 
benches, and that it had been organised 
by the Government Whips. Everyone 
would admit that there might be occasions 
when Government was bound to get 
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Army. | 
was the only reason for this | 
It was a confession that with | 
all his large majority the right hon. | 
(ientleman was not able to carry on the | 
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certain business through the House by 
a certain date; whether that was the 
position at present he did not intend to 
discuss, but it appeared to him that the 
right hon. Gentleman always adopted 
the short and lazy way instead of the 
more legitimate and difficult way which 
a Prime Minister ought to adopt. There 
were two alternatives, the expedient of 
all-night sittings or the other  ex- 
pedient, and he was more in favour 
of the Leader of the House being 
always in his place so that he might 
exercise his judgment and where, in his 
opinion, there was a prolonged and idle 
discussion going on, propose the closure. 
He should not propose such a closure 
as that set down in this Resolution, which 
did not discriminate between those dis- 
cussions which were of no value and 


The hon. Member for North Islington 
had said that the result of this closure 
Motion being accepted would be to en- 
able the House to get through certain 
routine business. The routine business 
was the discussion of the Army scheme. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said 
earlier in the day that there were pre- 
cedents for the quick discussion of the 
Army Votes A and 1. That might 
be so, but was there any precedent for 
an Army scheme like that before the 
House being forced through in this way ? 
It was true that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had said he would give time after- 
wards for discussion on the Army ques- 
tion, but what he was asking the House 
to do was to consent to the scheme 
first and to discuss it afterwards, 
which was analagous to executing the 
man first and trying him afterwards. 
| He appealed to those eighty Members 
/of the House who were retiring at the 
end of this Parliament, who might say 
'to themselves, “‘ What does it matter 
‘to us? We shall not be closured,” to 
| pause before giving a vote on this ques- 
| tion, which was likely to change the whole 
| procedure of the House, and think once 
| more of the rights and privileges of the 
House they were so soon to leave. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N. W.) said he intervened in the debate 
with some diffidence, he having only been 
a Member of one Parliament, but rather 
than lay himself open to the charge 


D2 











103 


of remaining silent at such a crisis he 
would occupy the time of the House for 
a few moments. When he heard the 
hon. Member for Oldham read the Reso- 
lution they were now discussing, on 
the previous evening, he asked himself 
whether this House had any inherent 
rights at all? All representative assem- 
bles from parish councils upwards had 
some rights either in themselves as 
a body or in their chairman. In the 
course of his thirty years experience of 
local representative bodies he had on more 
than one occasion felt it his duty as 
chairman to refuse to put motions 
which he knew were approved by the 
majority because they interfered with 
statutory or other rights. But what 
was the position in the House of Com- 
mons ? The Prime Minister seemed able 
to shorten the duration of the session 
to any extent he pleased, and in the 
shortened session to curtail the liberties 
of debate to whatever extent he could 
get a servile majority to sanction. There 
was practically no protection forthe minor- 
ity. They had certain supposed rights, 
some inherent in the House itself and 
others vested in Mr. Speaker, and in times 
past Mr. Speaker used often to be called 
upon to protect the liberties of the House. 
He could not express in Parliamentary 
language his opinion of the gravity of 
the present situation. If he called the 
Prime Minister a traitor to the country 
and the constitutional rights of this 
House he would probably be called to 
order. 


Business of the House 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not at all. 
Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he had 


found a passage in a history of the Eng- 
lish people by a well-known historian, 
which so exactly described the present 
position that he would venture to read 
it. The writer, in describing the position 
of impotence in which a democratic re- 
presentative Assembly might find itself, 
said— 

«* Even now a Minister might avail himself of 
the temper of a Parliament elected in a moment 
of panic, and, though the nation returned to its 
senses, might simply by refusing to appeal to 
the country govern in defiance of its will. Such 
a course would be technically legal, but such a 
Minister would be none the less a criminal.” 

Those words were written by John 
Richard Green. It was difficult to find in 


Mr, George White. 
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history a parallel to the position of the 
Party opposite. In his early political 
life Unionists used to boast of being the 
great Constitutional Party, but he ven- 
tured to say that for generations past 
no Party had done so much to wreck the 
constitution of the country as the present 
Government under the leadership of 
the Prime Minister, who, now that his 
end seemed to be near, was aiming another 
blow at the liberties of Parliament as 
though he would bury himself in the 
ruins. Samson, with sight destroyed, 
pulling the idol temple about his ears, 
was a noble object as compared with the 
Prime Minister at the present moment. 
Blindly the right hon. Gentleman rushed 
on to his fate, each step apparently 
bringing greater disaster than the last 
upon the usages and constitution of 
the House. Whom the gods destroyed 
they first made mad! It might be 
thought that for a young Member ot 
the House he used strong language, but 
he felt compelled to do so because of the 
crisis in which they found themselves. 
He had been only five vears in Parlis- 
ment, but all his life he had taken a deen 
interest in politics. Until he entered 
Parliament, and for some time afterwards, 
he looked upon the Prime Minister as a 
gentleman of consummate ability and 
the highest honour, who would hold the 
traditions of the House in the greatest 
reverence, and be prepared to protect 
them to the utmost extent. But 
year by year passed away that beautiful 
vision had declined, until now only a very 
small shadow of it remained. Members 
were bound to ask themselves where 
this course of procedure would stop. 
Each session placed an additional curb 
on the liberties of the House, and there 
was nothing to prevent still further en- 
croachments. Whatever might be neces- 
sary, in his judgment, to get through the 
business he chose to put forward the 
Prime Minister would force upon the 
House. No doubt as Leader of the 
House the right hon. Gentleman was 
entitled to have the disposal of the 
Parliamentary time largely in his hands, 
but surely there were other ways of 
transacting business than by constantly 
curtailing the liberties of the House of 
Commons. Ii they went on at the 
present rate it would soon be an absolute 
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farce to call the House of Commons a 
representative Assembly at all. 

It was consummate mockery to say that 
this Resolution was moved in the interests 
of public business. The fact was that the 
Prime Minister had determined at all 
hazards to hold on to office, and two 
things were necessary to enable him to 
do it. The first was to hide a great deal 
of the mismanagement, which none 
would dispute, in connection with the 
vreat public services, the Estimates for 
which were to come under discussion. 
These matters which ought to 
have the fullest discussion. and if thev 
did have the fullest discussion they would 
certainly very seriously damage the 
reputation of the Ministry. Therefore 
ull criticism must be avoided at. all 
hazards. A second thing which the 
Prime Minister must achieve was to get his 
lollowers to the House in order to help 
lim in the division lobby. It was 
necessary to maintain a watch on the 
followers of the right hon. Gentleman 
which it seemed impossible for his gallant 

‘Whips to attain, and, therefore, they had 
decided to appoint the times at which 
divisions would be taken. The times would 
be duly notified to the Government sup- 
porters, and there would be no oppor- 
tunity of taking divisions other than at 
those particular times. He knew that 
that suited hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
hut it was not consistent with the liberties 
and privileges of the House. It did not 
suit them to have full discussion upon 
vastly important questions of policy, 
and the details of the Estimates. In 
order to accomplish this double purpose 
the House was humiliated by having 
submitted to it the proposition which 
they were now discussing. It would not 
be consonant with his position in that 
House to make any appeal to the Prime 
Minister at that stage of the discussion, but 
surely there must be some Members 
opposite who regarded the liberties and 
privileges of the House of Commons as of 
more value than mere allegiance to Party. 
Their first concern should be freedom in 
representative institutions, and he re- 
carded that as the very life of the House 
of Commons. If this method were con- 
tinued he was bound to say that they 
might be driven, as they had been driven 
before, to meet brute force by brute force. 
{ MINISTERIAL cries of “ Oh, Oh!”’] ~ He 


were 
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thought they would be unworthy of the 
name of public representatives if they 
parted without a most vigorous struggle 
with their birthright, and if they allowed 
themselves to be overridden by a majority 
which paid no regard to the liberties and 
traditions of the House of Commons. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he could not help thinking that 
if the First Lord of the Treasury had been 
a little more conciliatory he would have 
got his Estimates through in goed time. 
In the debate the other day his hon. 
friend below the gangway asked a 
question with regard to the Vote of 
£10,000 for deferred pay, and he asked 
whether it was not possible to esti- 
mate the amount exactly. If the Secre- 
tary of State for War had given a 
satisfactory explanation he had no 
doubt that his hon. friend would have 
withdrawn his Motion and the Vote would 
have been passed before 7.30 ; but some 
hon. Members on the opposite side were 
put up to talk the debate out. He could 
not understand why it was necessary to 
propose a Supplementary Estimate for de- 
ferred pay. He had asked the opinion of 
some military officers and they had told 
him that in their opinion it was quite 
possible to estimate the amount required 
to within one single penny. They were 
now engaged wasting the best part of a 
day considering how they could best 
expedite business. If the Prime Minister 
had made an appeal to them and told 
them that these Votes must be passed be- 
fore March 31st, in order to comply with 
the law, he had no doubt that he would 
have got them through; or he might 
have suspended the twelve o’clock rule 
for one or two nights. The present mode 
of dealing with the Estimates was a most 
unfortunate one. Hon. Members were 
allowed to go on talking time after time, 
and he had often wondered why the 
Minister in charge did not move the 
closure. Certain matters were discussed 
ad nauseam and other Votes were never 
discussed at all. He trusted that such 
a Motion as this would never again be 
made in the House of Commons. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
at any rate the Prime Minister might 
have replied to the speeches which had 
been made on the opposite side of the 
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An Amend- 


ment had been made by the Leader of the | 
Irish Party, and he thought it was en- | 
What was the right | 
He had 


titled to some reply. 
hon. Gentleman’s proposition ? 
made a proposal which he acknowledged 
himself to be absolutely unprecedented. 
He thought he was right in saying that be- 
fore such a revolutionary change was 
made there ought at any rate to be some 
extraordinary reasons of emergency. 
What did the Prime Minister say ? He did 
not say it was a question of Parliament 
not having been summoned earlier. No- 
thing of the sort. The fact was that the 
Prime Minister had got into che habit of 
first of all blundering into a ceitain posi- 
tion and then calling it a Parliamentary 
emergency. He did not think the right 
hon. Gentleman was entitled to say that. 
It was all very well for him to say that he 
was prepared to apologise and stand in 


the white sheet of repentance, but 
that was not the point. Those blunders 
ended in fixing upon the procedure 
of the House what he was afraid 


might become a permanent restriction 
upon the liberty and freedom of Parlia- 
mentary debate. That was an abdica- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
position. The right hon. Gentleman was 
asked in the course of the debate whether 
he brought a charge of obstruction 
against Members of the House. He was 
asked that because there was no other 
justification for so complete a reversal 
of the practice of the House with reference 
to Supply. He did not say in his speech 
that there had been obstruction, but in 
reply to an interjection he said there had. 
When was the obstruction? He had 
listened to the debates on Supply, and he 
ventured to say that there had been 
nothing in the nature of outrageous pro- 
longation of any debate. Would the 
Prime Minister point to a single debate 
which he could so characterise, except 
one. It was a debate which commenced 
in the afternoon and the Opposition were 
prepared to take a division upon it at 
half-past seven. It referred to a small 
matter. There was no particular griev- 


ance they wished to raise upon it. It 
was a matter of £10,000 for deferred pay, 
and there was a Motion to reduce it by 
£100. Hon. Members on the other side 
of the House deliberately got up one after 
another to prevent a division being taken, 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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and time was wasted up to half-past 
seven, and afterwards the whole of the 
time from nine to ten o’clock. That was 
deliberate obstruction. but it was not 
conducted by Members on his side of the 
House. This was done by the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own Parliamentary sup- 
porters. Was it fair, when there was 
obstruction on his own side of the House 
for the purpose of keeping him in office, 
that their liberties of discussion and 
criticism should be restricted in this 
wholesale fashion? But that was not 
the whole story. The Prime Minister 
delivered a speech on the night referred 
to. The right hon. Gentleman’s atten- 
tion having been called to this deliberate 
wasting of the time of the House, he, 
though responsible for getting through 
the business of the House, encouraged it, 
defended it, and invited it. He said it 
was perfectly justifiable and practically 
said, “I hope the same thing will happen 
Could the right hon. Gentle- 
man give a single case where there had 
been obstruction on the Opposition side 
of the House? When a Parliamentary 
offence of that character was charged 
against the whole of the Oppesition, the 
least that the accuser could do was to 
give particulars of the charge. The righ 
hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
the complaint against the Opposition 
was not that they had prolonged debate, 
but that they had been too anxious to 
take divisions. That was true, but that 
was a very different thing from charging 
them with obstruction. 


Last year before March 15th they had 
fourteen days debate in Supply ; this year 
they had had seven days up to the present, 
and yet the right hon. Gentleman came 
down with this Motion. The real reason. 
and the right hon. Gentleman knew 
it perfectly well, was that he dare 
not summon Parliament before. If it 
had been summoned one week earlier it 
would have served the purpose. They 
would have had three or four days extra 


| discussion, but because the Parliamentary 
> d 


machine was ineffective they must criti- 
cise the Estimates less. The Parlia- 
mentary majority had become incapable of 
fulfilling their functions, and therefore 
they were to have less criticism. Since 
1894 the Estimates had been increased 
by £50,000,000, and the Army Estimates, 
which were now to be closured, had been 
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almost doubled. The motto of the 
Prime Minister was that “the more you 
increase expenditure, the less you ought to 
criticise it.” If hon. Members would 
look at the Motions introduced by the 
Prime Minister during recent years they 
would discover that the increase in ex- 
penditure had just kept pace with the 
decrease in facilities for debate. The 
right hon. Gentlefnan knew perfectly 
well that the Army Estimates this year 
were totally different from those of former 
years. His hon. friend the Member for 
the Northwich Division had referred to 
the Army scandals revealed by the 
Auditor-General. When were they going 
to discuss these ? He heard the Secre- 
tary of State for War pledge his honour 
and his position that there were going 
to be very considerable reductions in the 
Army Estimates. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that he would not stand at the 
Table again if this reduction was not given 
effect to, for he was not going to outstay 
his welcome. Where were the consider- 
able reductions ¢ There was an increase 
of hundreds of thousands of pounds, and 
Parliament was not going to be allowed to 
discuss it, except for a few hours. There 
never was a case in which they ought to 
have more discussion, and that was the 
reason why the Prime Minister was going 
to give them less. 


Why was this restriction of debate 
being imposed? It was because the 
Prime Minister had not the confidence 
of his supporters to the extent that 
he could induce them to give him 
constant support. The Government were 
never tried of saying that the Empire 
depended upon their remaining in office. 
If that was so, how was it that the great 
Imperialists could not come down and 
support the existence of a Ministry on 
whom the fate of the Empire depended ? 
It was because they did not believe it. 
The Prime Minister was very adroit in 
getting out of difficulties. He ought to be, 
for no man had provided himself with 
greater practice. But, after all, it 
did not prove his skill as a Leader 
of the House. One of the worst types 
of business men was the man who 
was the most skilful in preventing in- 
solvency from drifting into bankruptcy. 
He was always fertile in resources when 
that stage was reached, but what puzzled 


any one in contemplating a man of that 
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kind was: Why was this fertility of 
resource not utilised to prevent him 
from arriving at that stage? In these 
Parliamentary tangles the Prime Minis- 
ter never considered beforehand what 
he ought to consider—namely, what 
was the fair amount of time to be 
apportioned for the discussion of 
these questions. What the right hon. 
Gentleman did consider, however, was 
the amount of discussion that his sup- 
porters would stand. The right hon. 
Gentleman forgot not only that he was 
the Leader of a Party, but also that he 
was Leader of the House. He was estab- 
lishing precedents which were dangerous ; 
he was dealing with a purely temporary 
and Party difficulty by enforcing a per- 
manent restriction of debate. The 
Prime Minister did not represent the 
majority in the House, and knew it very 
well. His supporters supported him not 
because they trusted him, but because 
they disliked each other. The right hon. 
Gentleman was a kind of buffer State; 
they preserved his sovereign independ- 
ence because each wanted to prevent 
the other from annexing him. Point by 
point the Prime Minister had actually 
destroyed the liberty and the freedom of 
the House, and he had set precedents 
that could not be followed without 
materially impairing debate. The ab- 
sence of great and independent Parlia- 
mentarians like the right hon. Member 
for West Bristol and the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham was a serious 
thing, for they might have been able to 
give guidance and to tell the right hon. 
Gentleman that the time had come when 
these things should come toanend. The 
Prime Minister was defending a Ministry 
from which he had lost every distin- 
guished colleague. He was intrenched 
behind a rampart of fallen comrades. 
It might be that all these colleagues 
of the right hon. Gentleman had re- 
signed for different reasons, probably 
for opposing reasons, but they had 
all this one impulse in common—and 
it was an honourable one—they were 
unable to follow the Prime Minister 
in staking the interests of the country on 
the Parliamentary gaming-table in order 
to wait and see whether something was 
going to turn up to retrieve the broken 
fortunes of the Ministry. The country 
was paying a high price for the Prime 
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Minister’s position. One liberty after 
another in Parliament was disappearing 
just to save the Ministry for a few more 
months ; one high tradition after another 
of public life which constituted the glory 
of British statesmen had gone. [MINIs- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”] The ex- 
penditure of the country had enormously 
increased ; there was a corrupt bargain 
with the brewers [MINISTERIAL cries of 
* Oh, oh!” and “ Question !’’] to buy 
a few more months of respite, and the 
country was paying a high price for the 
dregs of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Premiership. 





Major SEELY (Isle of Wight) who 
spoke amid constant interruption, said 
that the Prime Minister had told them 
that morning that he would endeavour to 
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Estimates. The First Lord proposed to 
take the Consolidated Fund Bill on 
March 23rd, but Vote 1 of the Army 
Estimates was not to be taken till March 
28th, and therefore it could not be put 
into the Bill. It had nothing to do with 
complying with the law. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, Mr. SpEAKER proceeded to inter- 
rupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. A. J. BaLFour rose in 
his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 249; Noes, 
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Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tutf, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


) Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 





Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone? 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain r. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, Jchn 





Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the 
words ‘in order to’ stand part of the} 21). 


Question.” 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r.) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch) 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Business of the House 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Conner, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaugbnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’ th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Carles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


AYES. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn SirMichae lHicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt Hn. JA. (Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M. (Dublin Univ. 
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Supply, &c..) 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tillett, Louis Jobn 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Waldron, Laurence 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay TT. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters( N Dorset 
Wilson,Fred.W. (2sorfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Huddersf d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Ambrose 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


The House divided :-- Ayes, 251; Noes, 
(Division List No, 53.) 


Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn J. A(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Rt Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
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Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

‘Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Donny, Colonel 

Dewar,SirT R(Tower Hamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dickson- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J (Mane’r 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Green, Walford D (Wednesbury | 


Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley | 


Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords, N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Henderson,Sir A.(Stafford, W.) | 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. Jantes Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 


Business of the House 
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| Keswick, William 

| Kimber, Sir Henry 

| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
| Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 

| Lawrence,Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N. R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col Francis (Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 

| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

| Macdona, John Cumming 

| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
| M‘Calmont, Colonel James 

| Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

| Marks, Harry Hananel 

| Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
| Maxwell, Rt HnSirH.E (Wigt’n 
| Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh’e 
| Milner,RtHn. Sir Frederick G. 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 





| Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants | 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow | 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

’ Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


NOES. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Roberston, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool!) 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 
| Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
| Smith, RtHn.J.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
| Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
| Stroyan, John 

| Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn JG (Oxf’d Univ.) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
| Vincent,ColSir C.E.H (Sheffield 
| Walker, Col. William Hall 

| Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir William H 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-ColA.C.E (Taunton) 
| Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
| Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
| Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks. 
| Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.( Bath 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
| Wylie, Alexander 

| 

| TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
| Alexander Acland-Hood and 

Viscount Valentia. 





| Barran, Rowland Hirst 

| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

| Benn, John Williams 
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Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
3urke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC(S Andrw’sBghs. 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Higham, John Sharpe 


Business of the House 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hn John (Montrose) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
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Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj.J E.B(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold vohn 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) ~ 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters( N Dorset 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, Sir JT(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr 
John Redmond and |Mr. 
Churchill. 


Original Question again'proposed. 
And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow 
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EVENING SITTING. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence from 
this Evening’s Sitting of Mr. Speaker 
and of the Chairman of Ways and 
Means. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerrreys, the Deputy- 
Chairman, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


NORWICH UNION LIFE INSURANCE 
(STAMP DUTIES). 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That, in lieu of the Stamp 
Duties which would have been payable 
upon the deeds or assurances which, in 
case the Bill had not been passed into an 
Act, would have been required to pass 
to and vest in the Society certain pro- 
perty, there be charged a Stamp Duty 
of five pounds, and such duty shall be im- 
pressed upon the copy of the intended Act 
to be delivered to the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies under the section of 
this Act the marginal note whereof is 
“Copy of Act to be registered.” —(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
TRANSIT (IRELAND). 
*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.) said he rose to call attention to the , 


condition of railway and general transit 
in Ireland and to move, * That, in the 
opinion of this House, excessive railway 
rates and defective transit facilities 
generally constitute a serious bar to the 
material advancement of Ireland, and 
should receive immediate attention from 
the Government with a view to providing 
a remedy therefor.” He did so with the 
createst diffidence, and would have much 
preferred that the duty of so doing had 
fallen upon one of his colleagues with 
creater knowledge of this question than 
he possessed. He trusted that the 
debate arising out of the Motion would 
have greater effect on the Government 
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(Ireland). 122 


he was bound to confess he was sceptical 
about it. No one in Ireland, save, perhaps, 
the directors and managers of the rail- 
ways, would deny that a change was re- 
quired. Royal Commission after Royal 
Commission had inquired into this matter 
and had reported in favour of a change, 
but those Reports had been shelved. 
They were little better off than they were 
in 1867, when the Devonshire Commission 
sat, and when Sir Rowland Hill and 
the right hon. H. W. Monsell reported 
in favour of the State purchase of Irish 
railways. The glaring defects of the 
transit system from which Ireland now 
suffered were, first of all, high railway 
rates. They were higher in Ireland than 
in any other civilised country in the 
world. The rates for agricultural pro- 
duce in Ireland were six farthings per 
ton per mile; in the United States cf 
America and Canada the rates for the 
same kind of produce were one farthing, 
whilst the Continental rates were about 
two farthings per ton per mile. The 
rates in Ireland were higher than in 
England and Scotland. The average 
rate per ton carried by railways in Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Ireland had been 
calculated, and the calculation showed 
that in 1880 the rate in Ireland was 
21°83 per cent. above the English and 
27°15 per cent. above the Scotch rate. 
In 1890 it was 22°75 per cent. and 29°22 
per cent., and in 1900 37°14 per cent. 
and 33°97 per cent. above the English 
and Scotch rates. Was it any wonder 
that Ireland was not prosperous? Not 
only was her Parliament taken from her 
by force and fraud, not only had she a 
bad land system, but she had the worst 
transit system in the world. It was a 
wonder Ireland existed at all. 


With regard to preferential rates he com- 
plained that the rates given by compet- 
ing lines operated seriously in the matter 
of business against neighbouring towns 
not receiving a preference, and that 
the through rate given to foreigners gave 
them also a preference over the home 
producers. There were too many direc- 
tors and managers on these railways 
—there was a director to every ten or 
twenty miles of railway, and the railways 
were worked in a narrow spirit with the 
view of squeezing out big dividends for 
the shareholders. If the rates were 
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by Mr. Childers’ draft Report with regard 
to the Financial Relations, and the lines 
worked on a better principle, with the 
view of promoting and encouraging home 
industries, he did not think any loss would 
result to the shareho!ders, but rather the 
gain to them eventually would be very 
great indeed, on account of the increased 
traffic which undoubtedly would follow, 
but as he recognised that it would be 
very difficult for private companies to 
make a move in that direction without 
assistance from the State, they would 
have to look for a remedy elsewhere. 


Then in comparison with foreign 
countries there was great delay and 
carelessness in transit on the Irish rail- 
ways when carrying goods and live 
stock. No provision, for instance, was 
made for feeding and watering stock, 
no matter how long they might be 
detained in the wagons. In America 
each beast was separated and such pro- 
vision was made. He also complained 
of unprotected loading banks for cattle. 
Those were some of the princip.| defects 
in the transit system of Ireland, and it 
would, in his opinion, be mere waste of 
time to go further into detail. Since 
he had been in the House he had 
frequently asked questions dealing with 
the transit of butter, tea, and eggs, and 
the high rates for their carriage and 
delivery, and he did not propose to cover 
the same ground again. He would just 
read what Mr. Mulhali had said in his 
report on Holland, written for Sir Horace 
Plunkett’s Recess Committee— 

‘‘The Dutch farmer can send his butter, eggs, 
and cheese from Groningen to London at a less 


cost than a Tipperary farmer can send his to 
Dublin.” 


Then staring them in the face they had 
the fact that the Canadian beef, New 
Zealand mutton, and American bacon 
were not only competing with Ireland 
in the British market, but the home 
market as well, and he ventured to say 
that also was due in a large degree to 
the high rates on Irish railways. Now- 
a-days they heard a good deal about 
preferential treatment for the Colonies, 
but they heard not a word about justice 
to Ireland in the matter of transit 
facilities to enable the people to compete 
with the foreigner. The reason that 


foreign rates were so low was that the 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy. 
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which were a national asset. The 
State either owned them or subsidised 
and controlled them, so that they were 
worked in the interests of the nation. 
The real remedy for this state of things 
was either nationalisation of railways and 
canals in Ireland by State purchase, or by 
the establishment of a popularly elected 
railway Committee, responsible to Parlia- 
ment, with large powers, to regulate traf- 
fic and to make companies work as one 
service. Under the existing circum- 
stances he should not think State pur- 
chase advisable, though, with an Irish 


' Parliamentin existence, he should strongly 


support it. He was afraid if there was 
State purchase the profits made would go, 
like the financial relations money, into 
the British Exchequer. He, therefore, 
set aside State purchase. Then there was 
the proposal of Mr. Charles Smith, which 
was that the State should aid the railway 
companies to lower the rates without in- 
terfering with the management of the rail- 
ways by directors, the theory being that 
the increase of traffic would eventually 
counter balance any loss which might arise 
in other ways. But he wished to state 
clearly that in any change that might 
take place at any time they did not want 
to injure the shareholders in any degree. 
On the contrary , whenever a change took 
place the Irish Party would see that their 
interests were safeguarded. 


So far as the canals and navigable rivers 
of Ireland were concerned, they were, for 
the most part, a negligible quantity. It 
was sad to see the splendid rivers in Ire- 
land flowing idly by to the sea which 
could be made to play a most important 
part in the industrial life of Ireland. The 
Irish railways had killed the canal traffic. 
In the course of the last debate which 
took place upon this question they heard 
a great deal about individual enterprise, 
and motor traffic and State assistance was 
more than hinted at. In his constituency 
a motor service was to run, and the first 
time the car carrying goods ran it broke 
down, and they had never heard any- 
thing more about it. Such a thing was 
trifling with this great question. What 
was wanted was some drastic measure of 
reform. The two sections of the Agricu!- 
tural and Technical Instruction Act deal- 
ing with this question had been practically 
useless, and he wanted to know what the 
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(Government was going todo. Were they 
going merely to give a sympathetic answer 
or were they going to tackle this question. 
If the Government were not prepared to 
effect a remedy at once, he urged them 
to appoint a Viceregal Commission to 
inquire into the whole question of railway 
and canal traffic in Ireland, so that there 
might be some concise information on the 
matter. He trusted that when the hon. 
Gentleman replied he would give a plain 
answer to these questions, as they could 
no longer be put off with equivocation. 
He would be glad if the right hon. Gentle- 
man now Chief Secretary rose above 
Party politics in this matter and inau- 
gurated his Chief Secretaryship with a 
large scheme of railway reform. If he 
did, his name would be remembered in 
Ireland with respect long after he had 
passed away. This was a great national 
question, and anything that would reduce 
the transit rates of the country in conform- 
ity with its needs would unquestionably 
be of great national benefit. It would 
promote and encourage Irish industries, 
help to turn the land from grass to tillage, 
and it would be the means of giving more 
employment to the people and prevent 
them from migrating to foreign lands in 
order to get a living. That would be a 
great national gain, and with that ob- 
ject in view he begged to move the Re- 
solution standing in his name. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said that before the adjournment that 
evening there was one of the largest 
Houses that had assembled that session, 
but then they were only discussing a 
Motion for the extinction of the private 
Member, and that naturally would be a 
subject of great interest to all hon. Mem- 
bers of the House. At this sitting they 
were discussing a Motion calling atten- 
tion to the condition of the railways and 
general transit in Ireland, and urging 
upon the Government the immediate 
necessity of taking some steps to meet 
the present condition of affairs. This 
was a much bigger question than the 
words of the Motion would lead one to 
imagine. He might be considered some- 
what unorthodox, but in his opinion 
the mismanagement of the Irish rail- 
Ways was one of the greatest causes 
of the depopulation of that country, of 
the decadence of the national industries, 
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and the backward position which Ire- 
land held amongst the nations of the 
world. The empty state of the House 
that evening was an indication of the 
amount of interest which British Mem- 
bers took in the affairs of Ireland. At 
the present moment there were only six 
British Members in the House, and 
amongst them was the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Peckham. No doubt 
they would hear more of the hon. Baronet 
that evening, for he remembered that 
upon the last occasion when they dis- 
cussed this question he read to them 
about six pages from an Australian 
handbook upon railways, which would 
have been interesting had it not been 
for the fact that it had nothing what- 
ever to do with the subject. He did not 
intend quoting many statistics. His 
position was that the grievances under 
which the people of Ireland suffered 
were notorious. Attention had _ been 
directed to this question ever since the 
year 1837, and it had been constantly 
brought forward ever since that time. 
The Irish railways appeared to exist 
primarily for the benefit of the directors, 
secondly for the benefit of the share- 
holders, and the general public did not 
enter into the scheme at all. The 
Irish railways were subject absolutely 
to no competition, and they dictated 
their terms to the inhabitants, with the 
result that every industry in Ireland 
had been strangled. Two years ago a 
small company was formed to link up 
two small towns in the North of Ireland, 
and a most violent opposition was met 
with from the existing railways. In 
the course of the hearing of the case, 
with great difficulty they got the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Com- 
pany and the directors of the Great 
Northern Railway Company to produce 
a copy of a secret agreement they had 
entered into delimiting their spheres, 
and agreeing that they would not allow 
anybody else to compete with them in 
their areas, and that if either of them 
made arrangements with any new rail- 
ways they would pay damages to the 
other company. The question of dump- 
ing was very prominently before the 
country at the present time, but what 
did the House think of an agreement of 
that character? He did not know 
whether the hon. Baronet the Member 
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for Peckham was a pure Balfourian or a 
“ whole-hogger.” 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): I am a “ whole- 
hogger.” 

Mr. MOONEY said he hoped the hon. 
Baronet would turn his attention to the 
wholesale dumping of English produce in- 
to Ireland irom England. It was cheaper 
to send goods from the middle of England 
to the West of Ireland than it was to 
send them from the West of Ireland 
to the East of Ireland. There was the 
case of the Galway distiller who used to 
buy all his barlev in Ireland, but the 
railway charges were so heavy that he 
now purchased his barley from this 
country. They were all aware of the 
fact that the large breweries in Dublin, 
instead of sending their goods direct 
by rail to the North of Ireland, sent 
them by a circuitous over-sea and iand 
route owing to the extraordinarily pro- 
hibitive rates charged by the railway 
companies. He was afraid that the 
Government would not move in this 
matter because it would reflect upon 
the policy adopted by Dublin Castle. 
They had had Commission after 
Commission, deputation after deputa- 
tion, and debate after debate upon this 
question, and the only result had been 
that every promise which had been given 
to do something to remedy this state of 
things had been broken, and deputations 
had always received one stereotyped reply 
that the time was not yet opportune 
for making any changes. When they 
brought up specific complaints they were 
always referred to the Railway Com- 
missioners, but what did the unfortunate 
peasant know about that body / What 
did the Irish peasant know about the 
Railway Board in England ? 


They were told that they were going to 
pe given a brand-new Board of Agriculture. 
A deputation went the other day to see 
the Vice-President of that body, end he 
gave them a most sympathetic reply. 
They were getting accustomed to these 
sympathetic replies in Ireland. They 
discovered that the Board of Agriculture 
had no transit department. They had a 
highly technical and complicated system, 
but the transit arrangements were handed 
over to a branch of the road organisa- 
tion department. The House would 
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scarcely believe that the man appointed 
to look after the question of railway rates 
and charges in Ireland by this body was 
a veterinary surgeon. He wished to 
know whether that was a joke or not. 
Was it the Attorney-General’s idea that 
the question of railway transit in Ireland 
should be placed in the hands of the 
Veterinary Department of the Board oi 
Agriculture. The latest Report of this 
extraordinary body was for the year 
1902-3, and the only thing he could find 
that they had done under the heading 
of railways was that they had received 
resolutions from local bodies expressing 
dissatisfaction with the charges for 
-arriage of their produce, and suggesting 
that there should be an inguiry into the 
question of the charges made by the 
railway companies for conveying Irish 
and Continental produce to the markets. 
He found that this Board issued a valu- 
able circular in January, 1903, referring 
to the use of fertilisers and the question 
of adulteration. There was a remark- 
able paragraph dealing with the convey- 
ance of eggs to the market, stating that 
if they had large eggs they should pack 
them in a large box, and if they had 
small eggs they should be packed in a 
small box. That was about the sum 
total of the work done ky this beautiful 
Board, which was going to inquire into 
and smooth over all the difficulties con- 
nected with railway transit in Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary had written about 
certain reforms which were to take place 
in connection with Irish railways upon 
the Canadian model. When the Attorney- 
General was questioned upon this point 
he replied that he had no information 
upon the subject. If the Chief Secre- 
tary thought there was some necessity 
for making a change, from whom did he 
get the information ¢? Was it obtained 
from the Irish Executive, or was it the 
result of his own inquiries / Somebod\ 
must know something about it, and the 
information at the disposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to allow him to 
auswer that Question. Were they to 
believe that because four county councils 
in Ireland had refused to meet the 
promoters the whole scheme had bee: 
dropped? They wanted to know where 
the opposition to any scheme which would 
effectively deal with this question came 
from. He was inclined to believe that 
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the opposition to any reform in Trish 
railways came from the same section 
who drove the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover out of the office of 
Chief Secretary. A couple of years ago 
a gentleman connected with the railway 
interest in Ireland got a_baronetcy, 
but that gentleman was largely respon- 
sible for driving out of this House the 
Vice-President of the Board of Agri- 
culture, Sir Horace Plunkett. He did 
not know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man would accept this Motion or fall 
back upon the stereotyped reply that 
the time was not opportune. If it was 
not opportune now he wondered when 
it would be. They were told in former 
vears that owing to the riots and agita- 
tion in Treland the Government were 
unable to consider this question at all, 
but such an argument could not be ad- 
vanced now because Ireland was more 
peaceable at the present moment than 
she had been for many years. He 
understood that the Treasury this year 
was In a most prosperous condition, 
and he was, under these circumstances, 
very anxious to hear what the Attorney- 
General would say in reply to this de- 
mand. He begged to second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
excessive Railway rates and defective 
transit facilities generally constitute a 
serious bar to the material advancement 
of Ireland, and should receive immediate 
attention from the Government with a 
view to providing a remedy therefor.” 
—(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) con- 
gratulated the hon. Member for West 
Limerick on his action in bringing a 
matter vitally affecting the future pro- 
sperity of Ireland before the House. He 
agreed with almost every word of the 
Resolution and he would have pleasure in 
supporting it if it went toa division. But 
the one thing on which he could not 
congratulate the hon. Member was the 
seconder whom he had chosen for it, be- 
cause he thought that that hon. Gentle- 
man’s remarks had introduced into the 
debate a spirit which was not introduced 
into it by the mover himself, and would 
lead to a feeling of controversy which he , 
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thought was entirely foreign to the 
subject. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) thought 
that the hon. Member for Dublin County 
South did not refer to Scotchmen at all. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT replied that his 
own constituents were perfectly satisfied 
with his nationality and his conduct in the 
House. and he hoped the hon. Member, 
when he went back to his constituency, 
would find that those whom he repre- 
sented were as entirely satisfied with 
him as he believed his (Mr. Corbett’s) con- 
stituents were satisfied with his conduct. 
His object was to try to get away in 
dealing with a large question affecting 
Ireland as a whole from a spirit of 
Party bitterness. It was so often their 
fate to differ very strongly from Nation- 
alist Members that he for one was only 
too eager to grasp the opportunity, in 
which there was all the charm of variety, 
of agreeing with a Resolution moved 
from the other side of the House. In this 
case there ought to be no difference 
among those who knew the facts of the 
case. Ireland was essentially a pastoral 
and agricultural country, and there had 
lately been great efforts made to improve 
the technical training of the farmers 
and to bring science to their aid. Well, 
that was good, but it did not go far 
enough. As the hon. Member for West 
Limerick eloquently pointed out—and 
he hoped very convincingly pointed out 
—their produce must not only have a 
market, but must find means of getting to 
that market. He wished to say nothing 
harsh about the management of the 
railways in Ireland, but he thought those 
who knew much about the railways of 
Ireland felt that their rivalries and 
jealousies were very short-sighted and 
disastrous in their results. Their charges 
for freight were simply enormous. 
He thought their system of collecting 
produce was most primitive and unbusi- 
nesslike. He had always believed that 
the best piece of work for Ireland 
would have been that the railways should 
have been purchased by the State fifty 
years ago. That would have done more 
good for Ireland than many of the con- 
troversies which had engaged so much 
of the attention of the people both of 
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Ireland and of this country during past 
years. He was not sure that even now 
it was too late to entertain that idea. 
He was glad that the hon. Member had 
also alluded to other means of transit, 
and he entirely agreed with every word 
he said about the development of canals. 
There was also the question which was 
almost daily opening up in regard to the 
future possibilities in the use of motor- 
cars. The scheme of Lord Iveagh had 
been referred to, and he hoped they 


would go on with that scheme, which | 


might do much good for Ireland.  Fail- 
ing that, he thought the Government 
ought to take it up. He hoped the 
motor-car system would be taken up by 
others or by the State and fully developed. 
He thanked the hon. Member for bringing 
a matter of such great importance before 
the House. He regretted that the new 
Chief Secretary was not present, for he 
felt sure that if he only took this question 
up with earnestness and energy he would 
do much to solve the question and 
help on the future destinies of Ireland. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) 
thought that this was one of the most 
important questions that could come 
before their attention. Quick and cheap 
transit must certainly be necessary for 
the development of the resources of a 
country, and without it a country could 
not become prosperous or rich. He 
knew Ireland when there were no railways 
at all there. At that time the country 
was ramified with macadamised roads, and 
the only cost in connection with them 
was for their making and keeping in 
order. There were no syndicate profits. 
They were delighted then at the news 


that there were to be railways in Ireland, | 


and they read the news with as much won- 
derment as when now-a-days they heard 
that in Mid.-Atlantic the passengers 
were able to have newspapers giving 
all the news of the two hemispheres. 
Those railways were built, but they found 
that they had a seamy side. They were 
owned by syndicates and shareholders ; 
they ran through the richest and most 
populous parts of the country and left 
the parts perhaps most requiring 
facilities without any means of transit 
whatever. He represented a _ con- 
stituency which had no railways at 
all. There were two or three termini 
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jon the borders of the county, but no 
railways ran through it, and they might 
travel eighteen miles one way and twenty 
miles the other and wonder whether 
there was no Government to think of 
the well-being of the country. There was 
no hope if they started creameries or in- 
dustries in that county, for they could 
not get to the market with their produce. 
If railway directors were asked to extend 
their railways through the county they 
| simply declared that it would not pay to 
do so. The remedy for this condition of 
things was nationalisation of the rail- 
ways. The German system was very 
different. In 1879 Prince Bismarck com- 
menced to reform the system that existed 
in that country in the interests of the 
people, and by adopting State ownership 
he increased the industrial wealth to an 
enormous extent, adding to the mileage, 
increasing the traffic, and reducing freight 
charges, besides earning some £11,000,000 
which went in relief of taxation. Under 
this new system the freights were uni- 
‘form, and were as well known to the 
people as postal charges for letters in 
this country. It contributed to the 
well-being and vitality of the German 
nation. The railways in that country 
were worked for the benefit of the people, 
and not, as in this country, built on com- 
mercial principles and run for the benefit 
of the shareholders, Bacon said 300 
years ago that “ Fertile soil, busy work- 
shops, and easy conveyance for men and 
commodities from one place to another 
were necessities for a land wishing 
to prosper,” and that was true to- 
day. It was a question that touched 





the -heart of a nation. They ought 
to devote more time to building 


|up their country and attending to its 
material wants. Then they would suc- 
ceed better than by spending money 
on matters which, in comparison, were 
| light as air. 





Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
|W.) said he had failed to hear any 
suggestions of a practical character put 
forward by the supporters of this Motion. 
‘He had had from time to time to look 
into the statistics of railways in all parts 
of the country, and he found there was 
no point of the United Kingdom where 
'the difficulties of railway administration 


| were so acute as in Ireland. The Irish 
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railways paid the lowest dividends of 
any railways in the United Kingdom, 
a circumstance which he attributed very 
largely to the fact that they carried a 
small quantity of goods and earned very 
little from the travelling public. He 
thought that if hon. Members opposite 
had been versed in the practical working 
of railways they would not have indulged 
in such sweeping condemnation of the 
Irish railways. With a population of 
less than 5,600,000, the amount earned 
was under £4,000,000 a year, while in 
Scotland, with a somewhat similar popula- 
tion, the total earned was £12,000,000. 
To secure greater economy in railway 
administration and to lower the rates it 
was necessary to increase the traffic. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
asked whether there were any baronial 
guarantees in Scotland. 


Sirk CHARLES RENSHAW said he) 


did not see the relevancy of the interrup- 
tion. His point was that to secure better 
results there must be more traffic on the 
railways. The difficulty under which 
Irish railways worked was that while 
they brought produce to the coast for 
shipment}to England they were able to 
secure very little return traffic. and that 
added very considerably to the cost of 
administration. He hoped hon. Members 
opposite would bring more clearly before 
the House the practical grievances of 
which they complained and the remedies 
they proposed. The Resolution did not 
suggest the State purchase of railways ; 
it called for a remedy, but it did not state 
what that remedy should be. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said that if he thought the House of 
Commons as a body was like the hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken he 
would not trouble to bring any matter 
before it. If the hon. Member had 
listened to the speech of the mover of the 


Motion and yet declared that no practical | 


suggestions had been made, he must be 
singularly incapable of taking in a plain 
statement as to matters of 


senerally. But perhaps the excuse was 
that he happened to be a railway director. 
It was not the business of Nationalist 
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Members to make: practical suggestions. 
If they were in power and able to redress 
grievances it would be their duty to 
bring forward remedies, but, inasmuch 
as this Parliament insisted on governing 
Ireland against the people’s will, all their 
representatives had to do was to state 
their grievancesand leave it to the Govern- 
ment to devise the remedies. Where the 
power was, there also was the responsi- 
bility. If Irishmen were given the 
power they would not hesitate to 
accept the responsibility. But it was 
not true to say that no practical sug- 
gestions had been made. More eminent 
men than his hon. friend had suggested 
that the Irish railways should be 
managed by the State. In the draft 
Report of the Financial Relations Com- 
mission the late Mr. Childers suggested 
that an annual grant should be given to 
enable Irish railways to reduce their 
charges. His hon. friends had _ been 
taunted with want of knowledge on this 
subject. But it was not necessary to be 
a railway director to know something 
about railways. One could acquire by 
reading some knowledge about good and 
bad management of railways, bogus com- 
panies, and inflated dividends. He 
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/agreed with the hon. Member opposite 


that what was wanted was a greater pro- 
duction, but before they could secure that 
it was necessary to remove those causes 
by which production was hampered and 
almost extinguished. An interesting lesson 
in this matter might be drawn from Bel- 


'guim which, until its independence, was 


full of discontent, with bad means of 
transit, and almost all the evils with 
which Ireland was now afflicted. But 


/since it had enjoyed the inestimable 
blessing of governing itself it had got rid 
of all those evils, and had become a for- 
midable competitor with England her- 
selfin many directions. It was true that 
that improvement was not brought about 
solely by railway reform ; it was largely 
due to another reform to which the hon. 

_Gentlemen opposite would doubtless not 

consent in the case of Ireland. 


The Attorney-General was able to assert 
many things, but he could not deny that, 
in the words of the Resolution, railway 
rates in Ireland were excessive and transit 
| facilities defective ; and he did not think 
'he would deny that those facts consti- 
|tuted a serious bar to the material ad- 
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vancement of Ireland. 
were admitted, was it not the duty of 
the Government to give the matter the 
immediate attention for which the Reso- 
lution asked with a view to providing a 
remedy ? Tf the existence of grievances 
was admitted, what else was a Govern- 
ment for but to provide remedies? In 
conclusion, he desired to ask what had 
become of the Iveagh-Pirrie scheme. 
The announcement of that scheme had 
been made, and had aroused great ex- 
pectations throughout the country. 
He ventured to say that there was not a 
better field in the whole of Ireland than 
North Dublin for such an experiment 
as this scheme of Lord Iveagh and Mr. 
Pirrie. The Government had been asked 
when anything was going to be done to 
realise the hopes and expectations held 
out by the Chief Secretary in the speech 
to which he had referred, but nothing 
at all had been done in connection with 
the Iveagh-Pirrie scheme. He wished to 
know what had become of that scheme ? 
Were they going to hear anything more 
of it? If it was going to be dropped, 
what other programme was going to take 
its place? He did not know whether 
the Attorney-General would be able to 
answer those Questions, but he hoped 
he would be able to say something on 
that subject, even in the absence of the 
Chief Secretary. 
was able to say a good deal about Sir 
Antony MacDonnell in the speeches he 
delivered in the North of Ireland, in which 
he asked who was at the bottom of the 
devolution scheme, who baptised it, and 
who drafted it? If he knew so much 
about that subject independently of the 
Chief Secretary why could he not reply 
upon this ? ; 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I beg the hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 
I knew no more than he did about the 
devolution scheme; but I made certain 
surmises, which seem to have been very 
accurate. [Ironical NATIONALIST cheers. ] 


Mr. CLANCY said the Attorney- 
General had quite confirmed what he 
had stated. Why could he not tell them 
something about the Iveagh - Pirrie 
scheme ! Why could he not give them 


Mr, Clancy. 


{COMMONS} 
If those points | 


The Attorney-General . 
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some information upon this point when 
he was able to surmise all about the 
MacDonnell incident? Surely Lord 
Iveagh had visited Dublin Castle in con- 
nection with the Sir Antony MacDonnell 
incident, and they ought to have some 
definite information as to whether this 
scheme was all humbug or not. He was 
inclined to think that it was more humbug 
than anything else. 


Why had the Agricultural Depart- 
ment not done something in this 
matter? That body was established 
for the ostensible purpose of benefiting 
the agricultural industry in Ireland. As 
far as he could see the only thing it had 
done up to the present was to provide 
£90,000 in salaries for certain persons, 


' amongst whom was the son of an Karl who 


was content with a salary of about £200 a 
year. He presumed that this official 
rendered proportionate service. Why was 
this Department endowed with £250,009 a 
vear ? Surely it was intended that that 
sum should be devoted to the promotionof 
agriculture, and he should have thought 
that one of the objects to which that 
money would have been deveted would 
have been to find out better means of 
transit for agricultural produce to the 
market. What had been done by the 
Agricultural Department to achieve this 
object ? As far as he could gather, nothing 
whatever had been done. He was aware 
that a very considerable amount had been 
added to local taxation, but nothing in 
the nature of a scheme for improving 
transit facilities had yet been heard of. 
He would like the Attorney-General to 
state what the Agricultural Department 
had done; whether it had done anything. 
and if it had not done anything what was 
the reason for it ? 


He thought English Members were 
pursuing a very shortsighted polics 
by being absent upon occasions like 
this. They had been taunted from 
time to time with being impractical 
and sentimental, but these charges 
were generally made by men who 
were drawing very considerable salaries 
from the public purse. This Motion dealt 
with a question which was intimitely 
and closely connected with the welfare 
of Ireland and nothing else, and nobody 
could contend that any political object 


could be gained by bringing forward this. 








——— 
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subject. If anything, the remedies they 
were proposing would not benefit Nation- 
alist supporters but Unionist share- 
holders. English Members on both sides 
of the House had carefully abstained 
from attending the debate upon this ques- 
tion, but speaking from his own Party 
point of view this was all the better for 
the Nationalist movement, and he did 
not expect anything else from English 
Members. He confessed that if the 
Knglish benches were filled, as far as 
{reland was concerned the effective power 
would be about the same. English Mem- 
bers either would not understand or 
were incapable of understanding Irish 
questions, and they had the curious idea 
that their duty was to ridicule Irish Mem- 
bers and their opinions and make out that 
Ireland had no grievances. That was a 
very discouraging state of affairs, but 
it was instructive to Ireland. It taught 
lrishmen to trust to themselves alone 
and place no faith in the good sense or the 
fairness of English Members. It was 
only the fear of the inconvenience that 
Irish Members could put them to that 
made them realise the necessity of doing 
something for Ireland. 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 5.) 
said he could not congratulate the hon. 
Member who had just sat down upon the 
tone of his speech. 


*Mr. CLANCY: I should be 


sorry if you could. 


very 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the speech 
of his hon. friend the Member for Rentfrew- 
shire was a most temperate and excellent 
contribution to the debate. [An Hon. 
MemBer: He fulfilled the arrange- 
ment and then left the House.} The 
manner in which the hon. Member 
opposite had treated this question was 
entirely wanting in taste. He wished 
to congratulate the hon. Member who 
moved the Motion upon the temperate 
way in which he brought the matter be- 
fore the House, for there was very little in 
his speech to which any hon. Member 
could take exception. He had hoped 
that the debate would have been carried 
onin thesame manner. So far as he was 


concerned he agreed very largely with the 


{15 Maren 1905} 


(Ireland). 


terms of the Resolution before the House. 
No doubt transit facilities in Ireland 
were defective, but the blame for this 
should not be laid entirely upon the 
railway companies. Most of the speeches 
had been directed against the railway 
companies, but it was only fair to give to 
those companies the credit which they 
deserved. The question before the House 
that night was whether they were of 
opinion that the whole system of 
transit in Ireland should be taken over 
by the Government, by acquiring the 
absolute ownership of railways and 
‘anals, or whether they should by means 
of subsidies help the various railway 
companies to earn what hon. Members 
opposite agreed they deserved—a fair 
return for their money, and, at the same 
time, to enable farmers and traders to 
send their goods from the place where 
they were produced to the markets in 
England at a more reasonable figure 
than they could do at present. When 
they came to compare the rates which 
producers and farmers in Ireland had to 
pay in sending their goods to English 
markets with those which were paid by 
traders in other countries, the comparison, 
he took leave to say, was fallacious. It 
was quite clear that where railways were 
owned by the State, and where the tax- 
payer paid the freight instead of the 
producer, the producer would not have 
so much to pay. Whether the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain was prepared to 
seriously consider the question of either 
subsidising Irish railways or buying them 
up altogether he did not know, but he 
imagined the question was a much larger 
one than hon. Members opposite seemed 
to think. It seemed to him that if 
Irish railways were to be nationalised 
a.demand would be forthwith made 
for the nationalisation of the English 
railways, and that hon. Members 
would admit was a_ bigger under- 
taking than the present Government 
would undertake. 
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He had found that the comparisons 


put forward between Irish railways 
and other railways were misleading, 
inasmuch as in many cases the sea 


carriage was included in the through 
rate. When they introduced the sea 
carriage they upset the whole of their 
calculations. There was no possibility 
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of comparing railways in America with 
those in Ireland, because in America 
90 per cent. of the traffic was “ car load ” 
traffic or commodities of, say, twenty tons 
and upwards. In Ireland only about 
5 per cent. of the whole traflic came 
under this class, the remainder of the 
traffic being in small parcels. Where a 
railway was subsidised by the State it 
was quite clear they could not compare 
its freights with those of the Great 
Northern or Great Southern in Ireland. 
He had been moved to speak because 
he thought it proper that at least one 
Trish Member of the House should make 
it clear that he did not share some of 
the views entertained by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite regarding Irish railways. He 
admitted that the facilities were perhaps 
not as they should be, and he was almost 
inclined to agree that the railways should 
be made the property of the State. 
Certainly he went so far as to say that 
everything that could be done to sub- 
sidise railway companies so as to make it 
possible for them to give cheaper freights 
than they did at present would have his 
support. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said that 
some two years ago a pamphlet was 
issued by the Foreign Office upon the 
best means of transit in Continental 
countries, showing how the canals were 
managed, and what effect they had upon 
the railway system and the seaport 
towns. If instead of lecturing them the 
hon Member for South Antrim had read 
that pamphlet he would have derived 
far more information from it than the 
knowledge which he had presumed to 
give to the House as his own experience 
of railways. There were in France 
10.000,000 miles of canals, and the cost 
had been borne by the State. During 
Girattan’s Parliament Ireland supplied 
at least £1,300,000 for the making of 
canals, with the result that no country 
on the face of the globe made such rapid 
strides in commerce, arts, and literature 
as Ireland did during that period. 
Grattan’s Parliament devoted its energies 
to the development of the resources 
of Ireland, but the English  Par- 
liament had never devoted one penny 
to the development of the canal system. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Prussian War France spent £9,640,000 
/on improvements connected with water- 
| ways, harbours, and maritime ports 
‘but what had England spent upon Irish 
|canals and ports? There was a great 
|flutter a few years ago about the ex- 
penditure of £100,000 all over Ireland, 
and £70,000 of that sum was to be devoted 
to Westport. It was a fact that not a 
single sod had been turned there yet to 
develop a harbour, which the late Chiei 
Secretary, who had been sacrificed upon 
the altar of bigotry, said would trans- 
form the province of Connaught from 
a congested district imto a paradise, 
Not a penny of that sum had been spent 
up to the present. Recognising that one 
ot the chief causes of prosperity in a 
country was the facility with which pro- 
duce could be brought to market, the 
French Government had in recent years 
expended £27,000,000 upon canals and 
waterways, and had made provision tor 
a further expenditure of £21,000.000 
within the next sixteen years. In Ire- 
land there had been a grant of £100,000 
and even this had not been expended. 
He only wished he could get a sum of 
£1,000 or £2,000 voted for a harbour 
in Clare Island, but the excuse given 
for not granting this request was that 
there were only some 500 people there. 
He wished to know if those people were 
to be permanently locked up there 
without any proper transit facilities 
simply because they happened to be six 
miles from the mainland, On the French 
| canals there were no tolls, and they were 
all free. That was one of the greatest 
incentives to the French peasant to 
develop his farm and the resources of 


us country. e could give simila 
I trv. H Id give similar 
instances in Germany, Holland, and 


Belgium, showing how the provision 01 
proper transit facilities had enabled those 
countries to make rapid strides in the 
path of progress. If Ireland only got 
the management of its own affairs they 
would cease coming to the British Par- 
liament imploring English Members who 
knew nothing whatsoever about Ireland 
to give them proper facilities for transit 





| Mr. ATKINSON said he wished to 
| join in the congratulations to the hon. 
'Member for Limerick for the ability with 
‘which he had introduced this subject. 


In the seven years following the Franco-; The question raised by the Motion was 
Mr. Charles Cravgq. 
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undoubtedly most important. No one 
could deny that it was a great disadvan- 
tage to a country to have an inadequate 
transit system, or that, if the railway 
rates were excessive to the extent of 
being injurious, they should be reduced. 
But he could not enter upon a discussion 
of that aspect of the question at all. At 
the same time it was right to say that it 
was most fallacious to compare the rail- 
way and canal rates of Ireland with the 
railway and canal rates of Continental 


countries, when the conditions were 
so different. It was desirable, no 
doubt, that there should be cheap 


and easy transit, but gentlemen who 
propounded schemes of reform too 
often forgot that there was no country 
which required more the investment of 
capital than Ireland, and that there was 
no more dangerous operation than to rob 
capital of its fruits. If they wanted to 
do anything by private enterprise they 
must depend, not upon Trish capital, but 
upon English capital, and he knew that 
in almost every instance of the guaran- 
teed lines which were made in Ireland 
the capital had to be placed in this 
country. Take the case of the Armagh 
Railway which had been referred to. 
The Bill for that railway was supported 
by a petition, in which it was said that 
it was desirable to have lower rates of 
carriage, and that the railway would be a 
vast advantage to the district. The 
Bill was carried, and the capital of the 
company was £110,000, but out of 
the whole of that amount £110 was all 
that was subscribed in Ireland. 


An attack had been made on the 
Agricultural Department, and it had 
been alleged that it had left undone 
the things it ought to have done, 
and had done the things it ought not 
to have done, and that there was no 
health in it. The Agricultural Depart- 
ment, he would remind hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, had no right to intervene simply 
on the ground that rates were excessive. 
What they had a right to do, and what 
they had done successfully, was to inter- 
vene and appeal to the Commissioners if 
a railway company was giving a preference 
or any unfair advantage to any class or 
district. The Department had bestowed 
much attention on a most important task, 
that of obtaining and diffusing knowledge 
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on a number of important matters. One 
of these was the way in which produce 
should be forwarded. Denmark had 
made enormous strides in the English 
market by reason of the attractive form 
in which it made up butter for sale. The 
Reports for last year, however, showed 
a decline in the number of parcels of Irish 
goods which had been rejected, and in 
the complaints made by merchants in 
England. The Department had also taken 
up complaints made by persons whose 
goods were delayed in transit. They 
were, in addition, endeavouring to im- 
press upon producers in Ireland the great 
folly of not sending forward their goods 
in large bulk. Communications had 
also been made to railway companies 
regarding the loading and unloading 
ot cattle, and arrangements intended 
to meet the requirements of the case had 
been adopted at a number of places on 
different railways. The Department had 
a large number of inspectors whose 
business it was to see to the loading of 
cattle, and they endeavoured to secure that 
the animals should be properly treated. 
They had devoted time, attention, and 
expense to all the subjects that had been 
raised, but with regard to rates they had 
no coercive powers whatever, though 
they could make suggestions as to the 
making of better arrangements, the 
carrying of traffic in larger bulk, and its 
better distribution. The Department 
had put in force all the powers it pos- 
sessed, and had thereby, he contended, 
conferred great benefit on the country. 


(Jrevand). 


With regard to the proposed motor 
scheme in districts through which no 
railways ran, it was obvious that only a 
large and general scheme could be under- 
taken. It was considered that any such 
scheme would be inoperative unless 
heavy wagons were used, and the roads 
and bridges would have to be made fit 
to carry such traffic. Four county 
councils had refused to go to the neces- 
sary expense, and others did not show 
any disposition to do so. The 
result was that up to the present no 
further advance had been made in 
putting the scheme in actual operation, 
but it had by no means been abandoned. 
He hoped that the county councils 
would try to make arrangements 
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to put the roads into a proper condition 
to carry motor-car traffic. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | 


asked if the scheme was not to be put 
into operation unless all the county 
councils were agreed ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was the decision 
of the Department that a general scheme 
should be adopted. 


With reference to the other portion 
of the Motion of the hon. Gentle- 


man, he did not understand him to 
say that there should be a State 


purchase of Irish railways. There were 
conflicting opinions as to whether the 
railway rates in Ireland were excessive. 
Some people declared that having regard 
to the position of the country they were 
not. He had never applied his mind to 
this most important question—[An Hon. 
MEMBER on the Irish benches: Nor 
to any other Irish question.]—and it 
deserved the attention of the Govern- 
ment. He could not pledge the new 
Chief Secretary to any particular course 
of action, nor give a pledge that night 
which would bind the Government 
in regard to this matter, but he would 
promise on their behalf that the whole 
subject would receive the most earnest 
and anxious attention. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put:” but Mr. Deputy. 
SPEAKER withheld his assent, and de- 
clined then to put that Question. 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said he had given great consideration to 
this important question. Unfortunately 
he had not been able to hear the early 
part of the discussion, but he thought 
that the water transit both of England 
and Ireland had not been developed. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question, “‘ That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to. 


‘uestion put accordingly, and agreed to, 
Mr. Atkinson. 


{COMMONS} 


' 
' 
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Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
House, excessive Railway rates and de- 
fective transit facilities generally con- 
stitute a serions bar to the material 
advancement of Ireland, and_ should 
receive immediate attention from the 
Government with a view to providing a 
remedy therefor. 


SOUTH AFRICA (AUTHORITY OF HIGH 
COMMISSIONER). 


Address for ‘‘ Return of all instruments 
showing the nature and extent of the 
authority for various purposes of the 
High Commissioner for South Africa 
over and in respect of the several Colonies, 
Possessions, and Protectorates included 
in British South Africa.”—(Mr. Bryce.) 


RAILWAY DIRECTORS AND PARLIA- 
MENTARY COMMITTEES. 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 

TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 


AcLaND-Hoop (Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton): I beg to move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do new adjourn.”— 
(Str A, Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
said he was sorry to have to trouble 
the House on a matter which he had 
already raised at Question time. He 
had then not received a satisfactory 
Answer to the Question which he 
had put to the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Wandsworth. In anything he had 


'to say he had no intention of making 


a personal attack upon the hon. Member 
for Wandsworth, and he did not wish to 
make any insinuation against him. On 
public grounds, however, he objected to 
the hon. Gentleman acting as Chairman 
of a Committee appointed to consider a 
group of Railway Bills, the hon. Baronet 
being a director of two railway companies 
and the London agent fora third. He 
remembered three or four vears ago he 
happened to be on a Committee which 
considered a Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill. On that occasion the hon. 
Baronet came to the Committee to pre- 
side over it; but objection was taken 
to him as Chairman because he was 
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chairman of several railway companies | It was very often very difficult to get 
and the hon. Member for Camberwell, | an hon. Member to undertake the very 
was appointed Chairman of the Com- | 


mittee in his place. When he read in 
the Order Paper on Friday last that the 
hon. Paronet had been selected to pre- 
side over a Committee to consider a 
group of Railway Bills he communicated 
with the Chairman of the Committee of 
Selection, but was informed that the 
hon. Baronet was determined to stick to 
the position to which he had been 
appointed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. He did not consider that the 
Committee of Selection had displayed 
cire in their selection of a Chairman of 
the Committee which was to consider this 
important group of Bills; and he ques- 
tioned whether any other hon. Member 
would have had the bad taste to persist in 
taking the Chair after the manifestations of 
opinion which had been made against that 
course being taken. Two Members chosen 
to sit on that Committee had resigned, and 
one of these hon. Members told him that, 
taking all the circumstances into account, 
he did not think the hon. Baronet was a 
proper person to preside over the Com- 
mittee. The hon. Baronet wasa director 
ot two railway companies, and the agent 
in London of a third; and if he was an 
‘archangel he could not, under these cir- 
cumstances, be absolutely disinterested, 
There were seventy-two railway directors 
in the House, and, in his opinion, the 
House was becoming railway ridden. He 
complained that the Committee of Selec- 
tion were not more particular in selecting 
the Chairman of these Committees. He 
did not say that the hon. Baronet had 
any personal interest to serve, but, as a 
railway director, he would be animated 
by a spirit of trade unionism. He held 
that in all the circumstances the hon. 
}aronet should retire from the position, 
and he hoped that the Committee of 
Selection would not allow the chairman 
of a railway company to take that posi- 
tion again, 


Str JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) said that as the Chairman of the 
Committee of Selection was unable to be 
present in his place that night, he had 
asked him to explain the practice which 
had generally been followed in these 
matters by the Committee of Selection. 


| 


arduous and responsible duties involved 


|in’ presiding over Railway Committees. 


When the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wandsworth was asked to take this post, 
it was his duty to see that the hon. Mem. 
ber had no personal interest in the Bills 
to be considered. It had always been 
thought that it was quite within the power 
of a railway director, or railway share- 
holder, to preside over a Committee to 
consider a railway in another part of the 
country from that with which he was 
connected. He knew that the hon. 
Member was interested in a railway in 
India, but it never occurred to him, or any 
other member of the Committee of 
Selection, that that was a disqualifica- 
tion to the hon. Baronet acting on this 
particular Committee. The Committee 
of Selection did not consider that the 
business connection of the hon. Baronet 
with railways in so distant a place as 
India was any disqualification for his 
acting on a Committee on a railway in 
which he had no interest. The position 
of the hon. Baronet had never been chal- 
lenged before. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Yes, my hon. friend says it was 
challenged. 
*Strrm HENRY KIMBER (Wands- 


worth): I deny it. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN said that he 
was a member of a Railway Committee of 
which the hon. Baronet was nominated 
Chairman; but the Committee elected 
another member Chairman—he thought 
it was the hon. Member for Cambridge— 
and the hon. Baronet retired from the 
Committee and would not serve at all. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): He was 
redistributed. 
Str JOHN KENNAWAY said that 


he had no knowledge of that to which the 
hon. Member referred. All he could say. 
was that the appointment of the hon. 
Baronet by the Committee of Selection 
was made in the ordinary way, and he 
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had been very much surprised when he 
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heard that the appointment was objected 
to. 


Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.) said | 
he wished to say that on account of the 
hon. Baronet’s connection with various 
railway companies he could not sit on 
In his 
opinion the hon. Gentleman would be 


the same Committee with him. 


acting more in harmony with the tradi- 
tions of the House if he refrained from 
acting as Chairman, or even sitting as 
a member of the Committee to consider 
Group 1 of Railway Bills. He most 
respectfully declined to sit on a Com- 
mittee under the Chairmanship of the 
hon. Member for Wandsworth. With 
any other Chairman he would be pleased 
to act. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said it was sometimes very difficult 
tosay where private interest ceased and 
As a 

that 
with rail- 

if 
were chairmen of railway companies, 


public interest began. matter of 
he thought 


men who where connected 


principle, Gentle- 


way interests, especially they 


should not be Chairmen of Railway 


Committees. The hon. Baronet the 
Member for Wandsworth was a director 
of no fewer than three railway com- 
panies, and everybody knew that railway 
directors had facilities for travel given 
them over other lines than their own. 
The railway interest was a very powerful 
They 


could not expect that the system would 


and dangerous one in that House. 


be altered under the present Government, 


because there were twelve railway 
directors in the Ministry, and two of them 
Whips of the Tory Party. No hon. 
Member should sit on a Committee of 
whom the slightest susp:cion could be 


Sir John Kennaway. 
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felt that he was giving his votes as a 
guinea-pig. The hon. Gentleman should, 
in his own interest and in the interest of 
decency and good taste, retire from the 
position to which he had been appointed. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER said 
had been ruled by former Speakers that 
no discussion could take place of the 


it 


personal character now indulged in by 
the hon, Gentleman. 


*Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that 
that did not prevent him pointing out 
that the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wandsworth held several directorships ; 
and the whole thing reeked of corruption. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Gentleman is not in order in using such 


language. 


- Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: said he did 
not wish to cast.any personal imputation ; 
but he thought it was extremely objection- 
able having Gentlemen connected with 


railways on such Committees. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
that he understood that this Railway Com- 
mittee was to meet to-morrow, and he 
desired to ask the hon. Baronet what was 
to be done. One member of the Com- 
mittee had actually resigned ; another had 
declined to serve; so that to-morrow the 
Chairman would be alone, and he could 
li 


the hon. Baronet persisted against the 


not make a Committee of himself, 


opinions of his colleagues and the House, 
what would happen? He would have 
to appear in the House and report the 
Member for South Westmeath. Had not 
the Patronage Secretary to the Treasury 
sufficient trouble on his hands without 
raising a debate on a question of this 
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kind? There could be no previous 
Question moved there. It would lead to 
a debate, and to the suspension of the 
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Irish Member if he refused to act on the 
He wanted to know when 
He 


of Selection 


Committee. 
that debate was likely to end. 
the 
should look into this question, and that 


thought Committee 
the Chairman of that Committee should 
have been present, or somebody properly 
qualified to represent him. He must say 
that the House was getting into a very 
The 


admited that he was a railway director of 


serious position. hon. Baronet 
two companies and the agent in London 
of another. Railway directors ought not 
t» preside over Committees on railways, 
the members of which should be above 


suspicion. 


ELLICE (St. 


Burghs) said that as a member of the 


CAPTAIN Andrews 
Committee he was ready to serve under 
by the 


Until recently 


any Chairman appointed 
Committee of Selection. 
he himself had been a railway director ; 
but when he was appointed a member of 
the Committee he at once sent in his 
to the of his 
company. He did not take that course 


entirely because of his appointment to 


resignation chairman 


the Committee, for he had been previously 
in communication with his chairman on 
the subject, but the fact that he was 
appointed to the Committee hastened his 
He had no feeling in the 
matter, and was perfectly ready to serve 


resignation. 
under any Chairman. 


Mr. CAWLEY Prest- 
wich) said there seemed to be no doubt 


(Lancashire, 


that a previous Committee declined to 
serve under the hon. Member for Wands- 
worth, and he could not help thinking 
that if any other Member had been 
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appointed in the same way by the 
Committee of Selection to the Chairman- 
ship of this Committee he would have 
mentioned that fact to the Committee of 
Selection. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
confessed that, in his opinion, the work 
done by the Committee of Selection was 
perhaps the most important done by 
It 
carried on with the unanimous con 
the 


confidence 


any 
other Committee of the House. was 
of Commons, 
at all 
that 


of House 
that was 

the by 
Committee would be tremendously im- 


He hon. friend the 
Member for Wandsworth to reconsider 


fidence 
and if 
shaken work done 


paired, asked his 
his decision to preside over this Railway 
He did not think the Com- 


mittee would lose, or that the hon, 


Committee. 


Baronet would lose by so doing. Noone 
would object to his being Chairman of 
If the 


hon. Baronet declined to reconsider his 


an equally important Committee. 


decision, he must say that if a question 
of privilege arose to-morrow afternoon out 
of the matter he would be obliged to 
throw in his lot with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He hoped that his hon, friend 
his 


dignity to reconsider his position and 


would think it compatible with 
allow his valuable services to be trans- 


ferred to another Committee. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he was sorry that 
the Chairman of the Selection Committee 


was too unwell to be present, and he felt 


(Tower 


a little difficulty in saying a few words 
on this question. As a member of the 
Selection Committee he would explain to 
the House what the position was in mak- 
ing appointments to Chairmanships of 


Committees, That was a very onerous 
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task put upon their shoulders. 
could assure the House, and he 
certain that the House would accept 


what he said, that their one object was 


was 


to put on these Committees, Members 
who, as far as they could judge, wouid be 


absolutely impartial. The Selection 
Committee did not of themselves 
appoint the Chairman of Committees 


on railwav groups. They arpointed a 
Chairman’s Panel which reported to the 
Selection Committee that sc and so had 
been appointed Chairman -of the Com- 
mittee on such and such railway group. 
In selecting the Chairman’s Panel only 
likely to be 
acceptable as Chairmen were appointed. 
He that Member of 
the House mde any reflection on the 
He believed that the 
hon. Member for Wandsworth had been 


men of experience and 


understood no 


Chairman’s Panel, 


on the Panel for two or three years, but 
since then some things had happened: 
In the first place, 
occas:on when he had been made Chair- 
man ofthe railway group he was object-d 
to 
Chairman elected,. whereupon the hon. 


on a_ previous 


for various reasons and another 


Member withdrew. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said that 
he had been a member of the Committee 
referred t» by the hon. Member for 
Member 


Poplar; but so far as he could recall 


Kilkenny and the hon. for 
there was no discussion on the question 
of the appointment of his hon. friend as 
a member of that Committee; and he 
was appointed to the Committee on the 
nderstanding that he was to be Chair- 
man. The hon. Baronet was not, how- 
ever, appointed Chairman, but he could 
not charge his memory to say that he 
was objected to because he was Chair- 
Indeed, 


man of a railway company. 
Mr. Sydney Buzton. 
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he thought that was not mentioned, 
and that it had nothing to do with 
his not being appointed to the Chair- 
manship. ‘elt 
by the Committee that, as Irish Bills 
were concerned, an Irishman should be 


appointed to the position. 


It was because it was 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): Can 
the hon. Gentleman say why the hon: 
Member for Wandsworth 
the Committee ! 


retired from 


*Mr. BOND said he did not know. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that, so 
far as the Committee of Selection was 
concerned, this matter had not been 
The fact tha: 


the hon. Baronet had been refused as 


brought to their notice. 


Chairman of a previous Committee did 
not come before the Committee of Selec- 
tion, and therefore in putting the hon. 
Baronet on the Chairman’s Panel that 
He did not 
remember the actual circumstances in 


was not in their minds. 


which the hon. Baronet had been put on 
What was done 


in ordinary circumstances was to con- 


the Chairman’s Panel. 


sider whether an hon. Member or his 
constituents had persona! interests, in 
any of the Bills in the railway group. 
They considered the knowledge of 
affairs possessel by hon. Members, and 
the fact that the hon. 


director of an Indian railway wou!d not, 


Baronet was a 


in itself, in the opinion of the Selection 
Committee, have made it impossible or 
disadvantageous for the hon. Baronet to 
be put on the Panel. His hon. friend said 
that as the hon. Member for Wandsworth 
was a director of two or three railway 
companies and the agent of another, that 
marked a difference in regard to his 
qualifications as Chairman ofthis particu- 


lar Committee. In all these very delicate 
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matters of Private Bill procedure they 
desired that no human being should allege 


Railway Directors and 


that there was the slightest shred of 
suspicion in regard to any member of a 
Committee, and especially in regard to 
the Chairman. This was a very painful 
subject, and he would really like his hon. 
friend, against whom, of course, no 
personal accusation was made, to with- 
draw from this particular position to 


take another. 


*Sir HENRY KIMBER said it was due 
to the House that he should make a 
stitement, although he was at a loss to 
know what was the particular matter 
that he had to answer. He was objected 
to as Chairman of a Railway Committee, 
on the ground, as he understood, of his 
being, and having been for many years, 
to the knowledge of the House, of the 
public at large, and especially of the com- 
mercial community, the chairman of an 
Indian railway company which had been 
a great success and paid large profits 
to the benefit of the Indian exchequer 
and taxpayer. That was the objec- 
tion. The hon, Member for Poplar had 
pointed out that there might be a 
That hon. Member admitted 
that the fact that he was chairman of 


difference. 


that Indian railway company was in the 
knowledge of the Committee of Selection 
when he was appointed to the Chairman’s 
Panel; but the hon. Member thought it 
made a difference when he heard from the 
benches opposite that he was a director 
in two or three other railway companies. 
What were the facts? He was not the 
chairman of any railway company in 
England, and never had been; and only 
of one in India, for the second one men- 
tioned, the Pondichery, was only a small 
branch of the South Indian and 
French territory, and therefore nominally 


in 
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a separate company; nor was he a 
shareholder in any English railway com- 
pany. He, it was true, held a power 
of attorney from the board of a New Zea- 
land railway company, and he believed 
that people held that 
were called agents, but it was merely 
How, by any possi- 
bility, his position as chairman of a 


who position 


a ministerial office. 
great Indian railway company could 
Subject him righteously to what on the 
Irish benches they had called an imputa- 
tion, and what even the Member for 
Poplar called a suspicion, he was at a loss 
to conceive: and he was not disposed to 
The hon. Member for 
Donegal had indulged in very high invec- 
but at the 
same time the hon. Member said there 
If there 
was not the slightest connection between 


give way to it. 
tives on suspicious cases ; 
was no reflection on his honour. 


an Indian railway company, 10,000 mlies 
away, and one of the great railway com- 
panies in England, it seemed to him 
there was no case for him to answer. 
The House might have noticed that the 
true secret of this personal attack—for it 
was a personal attack—was to be found, 
not in his connection with an Indian 
railway company or with an English 


railway company, but in an incident 
which took place last year, and which 
was indicated by the ejaculation from 
the Irish Benches just now of the word 
“ Redistribution.” 


tion of order, but a question of personal 


It was not a ques- 
prejudice. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER said he 
would remind the hon. Baronet that this 
was not a question of privilege, and he 
did not think the hon. 
entitled to go into any question other 
than that he was a director of a railway 


Baronet was 


company. 
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the real facts were. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER said he had 
already ruled that the hon. Baronet was 
not entitled to go into these other ques. 


tions. 


*Sir HENRY KIMBER said he had 


shown what was the real basis of 
this personal attack. He held that 
there was no reflection on his honour. 
Hon. had not 


attempted to prove that was 


Gentlemen opposite 


there 


anything that could affect his personal | 


interest or judgment in any matter 
which would come before the Committee. 
He could conscientiously comply with the 
only rule of the House which regulated 
the propriety or right of any Member 
to sit on a That was a 
declaration required from every Member 
of such Committees that neither he, nor 
his constituents, had any interest in the 
Bills that would come before the Com- 
mittee of which he had been appointed 


Committee. 


chairman. 
very respectfully to bow to the criterion 


{COMMONS} 
said he 
ventured to submit whether he was not 
entitled to show that there was no basis 
for this personal attack and to show what 
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and it was an independent Committee, 
He therefore did not think the Govern- 
ment could be charged with interfering 
with it in any way. It would be a great 
mistake if the Government of the day 
did interfere with it. 





That being so, he declined | 


*Str HENRY KIMBER said in regard 
| to what took place on the Irish Bill, that 


| Bill was referred to a Select Committee, 
_and he was nominated to that Committee 
| by the Committee of Selection. It was 
la Hybrid Committee, the Chairman of 
| which was always elected by the Com- 


mittee itself at its first meeting, he was 


not even proposed, and therefore could 


not have been and was not objected to 
on any ground as Chairman, and the hon, 
Member for Cambridge was selected, in 
which he himself concurred. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked why the hon, 
Baronet retired from the Committee, 


*Sir HENRY KIMBER said he surely 
had a right to retire from any Committee 
he chose. 
Member for Cambridge as 


He considered that the hon. 
an Irish 
gentleman better qualified to act as 
Chairman than himself. 





| 


| Mr, J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 





which came from the Irish Benches, and | Waldon) said that nobody accused the 
from some English Benches, as to what | hon. Baronet of contemplating to in- 
was good or bad taste; and he refused | fluence anyone in regard to this par- 
to bow to the demand of the Nationalist | ticular group of Railway Bills. 


Members that he should retire from the | % mie 
position of Chairman of this Committee. | Sir W ILLIAM T( LENS YN (Preston) 
| said hon. Members opposite were seeking 


} 
*Srp A. ACLAND-HOOD said he | toset up anentirely new rule for the selec- 
wanted to explain what was the view | tion of members of Committees. 


of the Government in this matter. The | E ; 

4 : ., | And, it being One of the clock, Mr. 
Government had never interfered with | - . 
That Com _Deputy-Speaker adjourned the: House 
without Question put, pursuant to the 
mittee was chosen from among the very | i as ] P aii 
| Standing Order. 
best and most respected Members of the | iinet 


: eh) 
House; it was not moved for by him, 


the Committee of Selection. 


Adjourned at One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 16th March, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


_—_— 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had lid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 

_ Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied 
with:—Great Central Railway [H.L.]— 
(Petition for additional Provision). The 
same was ordered to lie on the Tahle. 


LEVEN’S PATENT. 


Petition of Andrew Mount Haes, 
praying for leave to introduce a Bill 
“For rendering valid certain Letters 
Patent granted to Adolph Leven in 
respect of an invention for improvements 
in appliances for protection against 
projectiles”; together with a copy of 
the proposed Bill annexed thereto ; 
read, and referred to the Examiners. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) 
Bill [H.u.]. A witness ordered to attend 
the Select Committee. 


Great Central Railway Bill [4.L.J— 
(Petition for additional Provision). Ex- 
aminers’ Certificate of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to 
the Standing Orders Committee on 
Tuesday next. 


Formby Township Bill [a.L.] Read 
2* (according to order), and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection, 


2 Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


% Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [H.u.]; Dearne Valley Railway 
sill [H.u.]; Truro Water Bill [u.u.]; 
Torpoint Urban District Water Bill 
[u.L.] ; Great Central Railway Bill [#.L.]; 
Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [u.L.]. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Lord Stanmore 
be proposed to the House as a member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Earl of Lauderdale, 
and that the Lord Stanmore be Chairman 
of the said Committee. Read, and 
agreed to. 


VOL. COXLIII. [Fourrs Serizs.] 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 


Ordered. 


That no Private Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday the 27th day of June 
next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill originating in this House shall 
be read a first time after Thursday the 
ilth day of May next. 


That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Kill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 27th day of June next. 


That when a Bill shall have passed this 
House with Amendments these orders 
shall not apply to any new Bill sent up 
from the House of Commons which the 
Chairman of Committees shall report to 
the House as substantially the same as 
the Bill so amended. 


That this House will not receive any 
petition for a Private Bill later than 
Thursday the llth day of May next, 
unless such Private Bill shall have been 
approved by the High Court of Justice ; 
nor any petition for a Private Bill 
approved by the High Court of Justice 
after Tuesday the 16th day of May next. 


That this House will not receive any 
report from the Judges upon petitions pre- 
sented to this House for Private Bills 
after Tuesday the 16th day of May next. 


Ordered, That the said orders be 
printed and published, and affixed on the 
doors of this House and Westminster 
Hall. [No. 29.] 


RETURNS REPORTS, ETC, 


ARMY (IMPERIAL YEOMANRY). 
Training Return of Imperial Yeomanry, 
for 1904. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (INLAND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENT) (ESTATE DUTY OFFICE). 

Schedule containing a list and parti- 
culars of classes of documents in the 
Department of the Inland Revenu- 


F 
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sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Record 
Office. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 13th March, 
1905, granting a retired allowance to 
Walter James Cox, sorting clerk and 
telegraphist, Coventry. 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS AND 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 

Account of the gross amount of all 
sums received and paid by the Commis- 
sioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt on account of banks for savings and 
friendly societies in Great Britain and 
Treland, from their commencement at 6th 
August, 1817, to 20th November, 1904, 
inclusive. 


Account of the several transactions 
which have taken place, during the year 
ended 20th November, 1904, in the invest- 
ment of all moneys which came into the 
hands of the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt for 
savings hanks and friendly societies. 


Account showing the aggregate amount 
of the liabilities of the Government to the 
trustees of savings banks and friendly 
societies respectively on 20th November, 
1904, ete. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


STREET BETTING BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendment reported (according to 
order). 


Lorp DAVEY moved an Amendment 
in Clause 1, including the sea- beach 
among the public places in which betting 
was to be an offence. He said he had 
received representations from authorities 
at sea-side places stating that the sea- 
beach was in many places the recreation 
ground of the town, and a place to which 
inhabitants and_ visitors 
their recreation and enjoyment. The 
sea-beach at places like Bournemouth 
stood exactly in the same category asa 
public park or garden. What Hyde 
Park was to the Londoner the sea-beach 
was to the inhabitant and visitor at a 
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seaside town. He was told that at 
present when a street bookmaker was 
convicted of carrying on his business in 
the streets of a seaside town he resorted 
to the sea-beach, and that the police had 
no power to deal with him there. As 
the Bill stood, without his Amendment, 
the same thing would happen, and the 
bookmaker would only have to leave the 
streets and resort to the beach. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word 
‘garden’ to insert the words ‘or the sea- 
beach.’ ’’>—(Lord Davey.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of HALsBury) said he was very sorry his 
noble and learned friend had thought it 
right to alter the very useful Bill as it 
was introduced. On a previous occasion, 
when it contained other clauses which 
he did not think desirable, he opposed 
the Bill, and it was thrown out. The 
Bill, as brought in this session, was a 
useful one. Betting in public streets 
was a nuisance, and one it was desirable 
should be abated, but by this Amendment 
the character of the Bill was changed. 
Instead of putting an end to street 
betting, it was aiming at putting an 
end to betting altogether. He would not 
argue whether betting was or was not an 
improper thing, but if it was considered 
improper it would be more reasonable 
to prohibit it altogether instead of these 
injurious distinctions being made in the 
regulation of the amusements of the poor 
and the rich. There was an Amendment 
down in the name of Lord James of 
Hereford of the same character. He 
thought the line taken in the Amendment 
was an undesirable one. He would 
certainly oppose it himself. He thought 
the Bill as it was originally framed a 
useful one, and one which might have 
had some chance of passing the other 
House. But if the noble Lord insisted 
on the Amendment he was certain the 
Bill would not find its way on to the 
Statute-book. 


resorted for! 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: was 
sorry to hear the views of the Lord 
Chancellor. This was a Bill for the sup- 
pression of betting in streets and “ other 
public places.” The Amendment Lord 


|Davey had moved referred to other 
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public places only. Surely the sea-beach 
was a public place. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: No, it} 
There is a strong decision of the | 


is not. 
Courts that it is not a public place, and 
the public has no right of access to 
the beach. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said 
that if the noble and le:rned Lord were 
to advise the Government to prevent the 
public from going to the beach, there 
would be a great outery.  Prac‘ically 
the beach was a public place. 
Davey, when he originally introduced 
the Bill, made it much wider, but the 


Home Office interfered, and said the Bill | 


must be confined to streets. But such a 
restriction was useless. 
not carry on their business in crowded 


thoroughfares. The Bill not only re- 


ferred to streets, but also to any public | 
Betting men frequently | 


p rk or garden. 
as-embled on vacant spaces, under rail- 
wa arches, and on the sea-beach, but 
the Lord Chancellor now laid it down 


that these must not be interfered with. | 


The Lord Chancellor said, in fact, to 
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| by saying that where the sea-beach was 
; not a public place the Bill should not 
_apply to that particular sei-beach, and 
that could be easily effected by altering 
the clause and making it run: “ Public 
| park, garden, or sea-beach.” The word 
“public” would then cover both park, 
garden, and sea-beach, and put them in 
the same category. 


Lorp DAVEY was prepared to accept 
his noble friend’s suggestion, and moved 
his Amendment in that form. 


Amendment, by leave of the 
withdrawn. 


House, 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out the 
word ‘or, and in line 6, after the word < gar- 
insert the words ‘or sea-beach.’ ’— 


(Lord Davey.) 


THe Eart or HALSBURY doubted 


very much whether the Amendment would 


effect what the noble Lord suggested. 
| He would, however, put it to the House. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


these men, “We permit you to go to) 


the sea-beach, under arches, or on vacant | 


ground if you like.” Was this good 
legislation 2 Was it caleulated to put 
vstop to the betting nuisance? The 
object of the Bill was not to 
interfere witha poor man 
as against the rich man. I[t was 
enleavour to stop betting that was done 
in public places, and was thereby an evil. 
He knew the strength of the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s battalions. He could not say 
that he yielded to the weight of the 


noble and learned Lord’s arguinent, but, | 
if his battalions were brought to bear, he | 
himself | 
would be compelled to vield to superior | 


was afraid Lord Davey and 


forces, but not to superior arguments. 


betting | 
an | 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD moved 
an Amendment making the definition of 
the word “street” include ‘‘any vacant 
ground open to the public, common 
ground not used for the purpose of a 
racecourse or adjacent thereto, or any 
space under a railway arch”’ He was 
very much encouraged by the decision 
which had just been given to move his 
Amendment. Unless they extended the 
definition of the word “street” in the 
manner he proposed, the Bill would have 


little effect. On pige 2, line 10, the 
words occurred — 

‘For the purpose of this section the word 
‘street’ shall include any highway, or any public 


| bridge, road, lane, footway, square, court, 
alley, or passage, whether a thoroughfare or 
| not.” 


LorD DAVEY said that in the eircum- | 


stances he would not persist in his 


Amendment. 


LorD TWEEDMOUTH expressed a 
hope that the noble and learned Lord 
would not drop the Amendment. 
Lord Chancellor had said the sea-beach 
was not a public place. He would be 
quite willing to meet the Lord Chancellor 


The | 


| That, he understood, was not objected to 
the Lord Chancellor. He (Lord 
James) wished to amend the definition 
by making it apply also to any vacant 
| ground open to the public, common 
grouad not used for the purpose of a race- 
course or adjacent thereto, or any space 
under a railway arch. He did not wish 
to argue the case ina spirit of hostility 
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with the Lord Chancellor, but he hoped 
the noble and learned Lord would give 
way on this point. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 2, line 12, after the word 
‘not’ to insert the words ‘or any vacant ground 
open to the public, common ground not used 
for the purpose of a racecourse or adjacent 
thereto, or any space under a railway arch.’ ”’- 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


THE Eart or HALSBURY pointed 
out that the Amendment of Lord Tweed- 
mouth came within the ordinary limits 
of the Bill as originally designed. The 
present Amendment, however, was differ- 
ent. Hethought that no better example 
could be forthcoming of the injurious 


suggestion that ground used as a race- 


course or any space adjacent thereto 
should be excepted from what he might 
call the moral and physical aspects of 
what it was intended to prohibit. It 
was a bad example of class legislation, 
and he reserved his opposition until the 
Third Reading, when he would move the 
rejection of the Bill. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THE Kart or CREWE moved to insert 
alter Clause 1 the following new clause — 

“Nothing contained in this Act shall apply 
to any ground used for the purpose of a race- 
course or adjacent thereto on the days on 
which races take place.” 


This Amendment neither added to nor 
subtracted anything from the Bill. It 
was merely designed to make its inten- 
tions perfectly clear. The Bill as intro- 
duced was a Street Betting Bill, but its 
scope had been somewhat enlarged. He 
would call their Lordships’ attention, in 
particular, to the phrase “ public park.” 
There were several racecourses in England 
which were in parks, the property of 
corporations or large bodies of towns- 
people. Whether these were public parks 
in the sense intended by this Bill 
he was not prepared to say, but he 
thought it possible that some people 
might be disposed to imagine they were, 
and bring actions into Court to stop 
betting there. It would, therefore, in his 
opinion, be desirable to save their money 
and the time of the courts. He believed 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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they would all agree with what the Lord 
Chancellor had said, that if there was 
any question of dealing with betting on 
racecourses it should be done explicitly 
by the direct instruction of Parliament, 
and not by a side road of this kind. He 
understood that Lord Davey approved of 
his Amendment, and he hoped the 
House would accept it unanimously. 


Betting Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


« After Clause 1, to insert the following new 
clause, ‘Nothing contained in this Act shall 
apply to any ground used for the purpose of a 
racecourse or adjacent thereto on the days on 
which races take place.’ ””—(The Earl of Creire.) 


Lorp DAVEY said it was rather 
strong to say that he approved of the 
Amendment. He was of opinion that 
the Amendment was not necessary at all. 
The Bill was not framed with the inten- 
tion of including a racecourse, but was 
constituted on a rather different footing, 
and he could not conceive that excluding 
a racecourse could be said to be legis- 
lating for the rich. On the contrary, he 
thought that by not including race- 
courses in the Bill he was avoiding that 
difficulty. He would dislike extremely 
to legislate differently for one class as 
against another, but the poor enjoyed 
betting on racecourses just as much as 
the rich. If the noble Earl thought it 
worth while to persist in his Amendment 
he would not object to it, as it only 
expressed what was proposed. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY thought 
that the Amendment of the noble and 
learned Lord (Lord James of Hereford), 
which had been accepted, introduced an 
element of incongruity with this Amend- 
ment. 


Lorp DAVEY was afraid the noble 
and learned Lord was under a mis- 
apprehension. Lord James of Hereford’s 
Amendment expressly excluded grounds 
used for the purpose of a racecourse, 
and the object of Lord Crewe’s new 
clause was also to exclude grounds used 
for the purpose of a racecourse. 


*Tue Eart or CREWE explained that 
the Amendment of Lord James of Here- 
ford would allow betting to take place on 
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all land used as a racecourse all the year 
round, but by his Amendment it could 
not take place except on the days set 
apart for racing. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY said he 
would put the Amendment, but it would 
be found that the construction would 
Jand them in a difficulty. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


sill to be read 5° on Monday next ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 30.) 


MILITARY MAN(EUVRES BILL [r.t.}. 
Amendment (according to 


order). 


reported 


*Tue Eart or LICHFIELD: My Lords, 
I wish to make an appeal to the noble 
Earl the Under-Secretary of State for 
War with reference to the time at which 
tle notice under this Bill is to be given 
to the local authorities, I quite under- 
stand that your Lordships decided in 
Committee that the period was to remain 
three months, but if the noble Earl could 
see his way to insert a provision in the 
Bill that the local authorities should re- 
ceive these notices in each vear before the 
Ist of May it would be a decided conces- 
sion, as most of the county councils 
hold their meetings in May. 


Tur UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (The Earl of DonouGHMoreE): 
My Lords, I have had an opportunity of 
discussing this with the noble Earl oppos- 
ite, and am quite prepared to meet him by 
inserting at a later stage a provision 
that the notice must be given not later 
than May Ist. 


Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


THE CASE OF THE “ ANTILLIAN.” 
Lorp MUSKERRY, who had given 
notice “Again to call attention to the 
case of the captain of the British steamer 
*Antillian,’ who was imprisoned under 
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circumstances of a degrading character 
by the Mexican authorities at Vera 
Cruz; to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they now can give any further 
information as to their negotiations in 
this matter with the Mexican Govern- 
ment; and whether, owing to the repre- 
sentations of His Majesty’s Government, 
there is now a probability of the claim 
for compensation lodged by the captain 
on behalf of his owners and himself being 
satisfactorily settled,” said: My Lords, 
I only propose to trespass on your time 
to a very small extent in again calling 
your attention to the case of the captain 
of the British steamer ‘“ Antillian,” and 
the claim for compensation lodged by 
the captain and his owners, in the first 
place, for personal degradation and injury 
to health to himself, and, in the second 
place, for satisfaction to his owners for 
the serious and unjustifiable detention 
of the steamer. 


The noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs will be quite 
aware of the circumstances of the case; 
in fact, when I brought this matter be- 
fore your Lordships last vear, I was 
exceedingly gratified and obliged by the 
sympathetic way in which he had 
interested himself in the matter. To 
mention the circumstances briefly, the 
captain was ordered by his agents at 
Kingston to carry a number of labourers, 
with their effects, to Chencan on the 
Mexican coast. He was told that on 
arrival at this latter place there would be a 
Customs official and a doctor awaiting 
him. On arrival he found that this was 
not the case, and he therefore landed the 
labourers, with their effects, and pro- 
ceeded on to Vera Cruz. He stated 
quite openly to the authorities what the 
nature and the circumstances of his 
passage had been, Great was his sur- 
prise four days after, and on the point 
of sailing, when the port authorities at 
Vera Cruz arrested him and confined him 
in the common gaol amongst criminals of 
the worst kind. Thanks to the splendid 
way in which the British Consul and the 
British Vice-Consul at Vera Cruz inter- 
ested themselves on behalf of this British 
subject in adversity, and also to the 
action of Mr. Duff, the British Minister 
at Mexico, the captain was ultimately 
released on bail amounting to 3,00J 
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dollars, and the steamer was permitted to 
leave under, I am informed, a bond of 
20,000 dollars. 


In reply to the representations of the 
Merchant Service Guild on the case, the 
Foreign Office stated that they were in- 
formed that the captain appeared to be 
in a state of complete nevous prostration 
in consequence of his treatment. I 
might also mention that he lost the com- 
mand of his steamer for the time being, 
and undoubtedly suffered greatly in health 
for some time after. The noble Marquess 
on the last occasion was good enough to 
say that prima facie the captain’s treat- 
ment was of a harsh and unjustifiable 
character, and that it was theduty of 
His Majesty’s Government to pursue in- 
quiries into the matter. Also that, to 
say the least of it, he had been subjected 
to very disagreeable and painful sur- 
roundings which occasioned him for a 
time a loss of health. The Court which 
tried the case acquitted the captain of 
criminal responsibility, and the noble 
Marquess stated that certain papers be- 
fore him showed that Mr. Grant Duff 
sy ared no pains to convince the authorities 
tnat the captain had been guilty merely 
of an error of judgment, and that no 
crime could be imputed to him. Further, 
I was informed that the noble Marquess 
understood that the Board of Trade were 
of opinion that some claim for compensa- 
tionexisted. Personally, I feel that there 
is little probability of compensation 
being granted in such cases as these un- 
less the claims are advanced in a very 
firm way. 


The captain of the “ Antillian’’ has 
undoubtedly had a lot of sympathy from 
our authorities, for which I judge he is 
duly thankful. At the same time both 
his owners and himself are, I feel per- 
fectly sure, justified in considering that 
more than this is due to them. TI should 
be greatly obliged to the noble Marquess 
for any further information on this case, 
and if he could give some definite assur- 
ance that compensation will be granted, 
it would be appreciated not only by those 
particularly concerned, but by our 
merchant captains generally, who often 
require to carry on the business of 


British ships in foreign ports under 
circumstances of the greatest difficulty, 
and who, I am sorry to say, in many 


Lord Muskerry. 
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cases receive no assistance or sympathy 
from those to whom they rightly look for 
it—that is, our British representatives 
abroad. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowneE): My Lords, I am afraid I 
have not much to add to the statement 


I made on this subject last year. I will 
not to-night again recite the facts. They 


have been, I believe, correctly given to 
the House by the noble Lord behind me. 
The captain of the “ Antillian’’ committed 
an irregularity in landing at a port which 
was not a port of entry and where 
there was no Customs House. He 
was tried and treated, I believe, with 
some .harshness in a Mexican prison. 
IT imagine Mexican prisons are not very 
agreeable places in which to pass even 
the three days wiich the captain of the 
“ Antillian” had the misfortune to spend 
in this particular prison, The captain 
then and there wrote a letter to the 
Mexican authorities, intimating that he 
intended to claim £1,000 as compensation 
for himself and £3,000 in respect of the 
ship. After the question had been 
debated here we communicated with our 
Chargé D’ Affaires in Mexico, and we 
learned from him that the owners of the 
“ Antillian”’ intended to consider what 
action they should take after the verdict 
of the Court had been given. The 
verdict of the Court was given, and a 
fine of £100 imposed on the captain, but 
since that time we have heard nothing of 
any action on the part of the owners or 
of any intention of theirs to lodge a 
formal claim for compensation. In a 
case of this kind the usual course would 
be that the owners should formulate their 
claim and bring it before His Majesty’s 
Government, whereupon His Majesty’s 
Government would consider the par- 
ticulars of the claim and whether it wes 
of such a character as they could 
support. Those preliminaries have not 
taken place, and we have, therefore, not 
had in our possession any particulars of 
the claim sufficient to enable us to take 
it up diplomatically. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


NORWICH UNION LIFE INSURANCE 
SOCIETY [STAMP DUTIES]. 


tesolution reported, 


“That, in lieu of the Stamp Duties 
which would have been payable upon 
the deeds or assurances which, in case 
the Bill had not been passed into an 
Act, would have been required to pass 
to and vest in the Society certain 
property, there be charged a Stamp 
Duty of five pounds, and such Duty 
shall be impressed upon the copy of the 
intended Act to be delivered to the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies under 
the section of this Act the marginal 
note whereof is ‘Copy of Act to be 
registered.’ ”’ 


Resolution agreed to, 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Norwich Union 
Lite Insurance Society Bill that they 
have power to make provision therein 
pursuant to the said Resolution.—(Vr. 
Caldwell.) 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Mr. CAWLEY reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group B of Private Bills; 
That the parties promoting the Gas 
Light and Coke, South Metropolitan, 
and Commerciai Gas Companies Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Vivian B. 
Lewes, Professor of Chemistry at the 
Royal Naval College, Greenwich, was 
essential to their case; and, it having 
been proved that his attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Vivian B. Lewes do 
attend the said Committee To-morrow, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Vivian B. Lewes do 
attend the Committee on Group B of 
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Private Bills To-morrow, at Eleven of 
the clock. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Member from 


the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and _ Fishing), 


Shipping, and Manufactures; Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Mr. Hare. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 


Rochester Water Bill; Accrington 
District Gas and Water Board Bill; 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction 
Railway and Dock Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 1). 

Sir Henry Kiser reported from 
the Committee on Group No. 1 of Railway 
Bills; That Mr. Donal Sullivan, one of 
the members of the said Committee, was 
not present during the Sitting of the 
Committee this day. 


Ordered, That Mr. Donal Sullivan do 
attend the Committee on Tuesday the 
28th March, at Eleven of the clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 1). 

Sir Henry Kimper reported from 
the Committee on Group No. 1 of 
Railway Bills; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Tuesday the 28th March, at Eleven of 
the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





Questions. 
PETITIONS. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Gloucester, against ; to 
he upon the Table. 
RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Sunderland, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 


Petition from Grimsby, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILI. 


Petition from East Birmingham, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 





—— — 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MILITARY WORKS ACTS, 1897, 1899, 1901, 
AND 1908. 

Account presented, for the period 
ended 31st March, 1904, together with 
the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
84.] 

NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS AND 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 

Annual Account presented, for the 
period ended 20th November, 1904 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 85.] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES). 
Annual Account presented, for the 
year 1903-4, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 86.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Colonel Williams’ Estate (King’s County) 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland. whether he is 
aware that certain landlords in King’s 
County, notably Colonel Williams, owner 
of an estate at Clonmacnoise, have issued 
writs against tenants for practically 
irrecoverable arrears of rent, with a view 
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Questions. 


| their holdings ; whether Colonel Williams 
in particular has demanded an average 
of twenty-four years purchase, he having 
offered to sell the same holdings a few 
years ago at an average of eighteen years 
purchase ; and whether he will take any 
steps in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Land Commission have no information as 
to the alleged proceedings to recover rent 
on the estate referred to, and no steps 
have been taken to initiate purchase 
proceedings in the case. 


Mosquito-Proof Sleeping Rooms for 
Railway Employees in West Africa. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 

and Shetland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if, in view of the 
established relations between malaria 
fever and mosquito attacks, he will cause 
inquiry to be made as to the expediency 
of erecting mosquito-proof sleeping rooms 
for the employees on our West African 
railways. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The quarters provided for railway em- 
ployees in Sierra Leone and Lagos include 
mosquito-proof rooms. As regards the 
Gold Coast I have no information, but I 


will make inquiry. < may add_ that 


mosquito nets have also been supplied by 
Government, but I understand that some 
change has recently been made in Lagos, 
and I will inquire about it. 


Colonial Conference. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies in what period of the 
year 1906 will the proposed Colonial 
Conference take place; whether the 
instructions to be given to the British 
representatives will be the same as were 
given at the last Conference ; and whether 
any opportunity will be afforded to this 
House of discussing the proposed in- 
structions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No date has yet been fixed for the 
Conference, and no decision has yet been 
taken as to the subjects referred to in the 
Question of the hon. Member. 


Chinese and White Labour in the 
Transvaal Mines. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 


to compel the said tenants to purchase | shire, Cleveland): To ask the Secretary 
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of State for the Colonies if he can state 
how many machine-drills worked by 
white men have been replaced by hand- 
drills worked by Chinese labourers in the 
Van Ryn and other mines of the Rand; 
how many white men previously engaged 
in this occupation are now unemployed ; 
and how many have been transferred to 
other work at lower wages. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I am not in possession of the details 
desired by the right hon. Member. The 
information which I have received is to 
the effect that machine-drilling can only 
be properly employed in broad seams, 
and that resort to it in narrow seams is 
undesirable in the interest of the safety 
of the mines and the economic working 
of the ore. I am further informed that 
the change from machine to hand working 
under such circumstances is not likely to 
lead to a reduction in white skilled 
labour. 


Civil Service Retirement Rules. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will give a reference to the 
authority under which Departments are 
given full discretion to call upon efficient 
established clerks in the Civil Service 
with less than fortv years of service to 


retire at the age of sixty, and whether | 


ony such power was in existence in 1871 ; 
or when the Treasury Minute of December, 
1886, was issued requiring temporary 
copyists to forfeit any gratuity earned 
by them when promoted to the establish- 
ment; also whether he will state if the 
destination of these forfeited gratuities as 
well as the sums to be confiscated by the 
exercise of this power of discretionary 
retirement at the age of sixty, while 
efficient and with less than forty years of 
service, was laid down; whether this 
power of discretionary compulsory re- 
tirement at the age of sixty was made 
known to these temporary copyists at the 
time of their proposed beneficial pro- 
motion; and whether one of them was 
officially informed in 1894 that he could 
not, under the regulations then existing, 
and would not, if efficient, be called upon 
to retire before the age of sixty-five. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Discretion has always rested with the 
head of a Department to call upon any 
of his officers to retire at the age of 


{16 Maren 1905} 


174 


sixty; and attention was expressly 
called to this power in the Order of 
Council of August, 1890. No question 
arises as to forfeiture of gratuity in the 
circumstances referred to in the Question. 
Gratuities were only payable upon re- 
tirement, and a temporary copyist when 
promoted to the establishment became 
eligible for a pension instead. I have no 
knowledge on the point raised in the last 
sentence of the hon. Baronet’s Question. 


Questions. 


Pay of Officers of Irish Agricultural 


Department. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 





Ossory): To ask the Secretary to the 
| Treasury whether any intimation was 
| given, in or about February, 1903, to the 
Irish Agricultural Department that 
| recurrent applications to the Treasury 
| on behalf of their officers should cease, 
| and that the sanctioned scales of pay 
| should be left to their operation ; and, if 
|so, whether any such intimation was 
| intended to apply generally ; and, if not, 
| to what particular officers or class of 
| officers such intimation had reference. 


| (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
'The letter to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers related to the Estimates 
submitted by the Department of Agri- 
culture and ‘echnical Instruction for the 
year 1903-4, and was of a confidential 
character. I cannot undertake to discuss 
the terms or purport of such a document 
| in reply to a Question in this House. 
Memorial of a of Assistant 
erks, 

-2Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): To ask 
‘the Secretary to the Treasury when it 
| is expected that a reply will be given to 
| the memorial submitted to the Treasury 
| by the Association of Assistant Clerks in 
December, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) I 
hope to be able to give a reply very 
| shortly. 


Towns Sold under the Irish Land 
Act, 1903. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he can state the names of towns 
sold under The Land Act, 1903, and the 
number of purchasing tenants. 





(Answered by Mr, Atkinson.) Early in 
1904 the Estates Commissioners under- 
took to purchase portion of the town of 
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Boyle, the houses in which portion were 
held by yearly tenants direct from the 
landlord. With this exception no towns 
or villages have been purchased by the 
Estates Commissioners under the Act of 
1905. In some few cases advances have 
been made for the purchase of houses in 
villages by the tenants of such houses 
where the village formed part of an 
estate mainly agricultural or pastoral in 
character. 





Questions. 


{COMMONS} 





Royal Irish Constabulary — Statutory 
Retirement Rules for County and 
District Inspectors. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether he will state 
what are the statutory rights of county 
and district inspectors of the Royal 
Trish Constabulary which forbid their 
reduction in proportion to that of the 
rank and file of the force. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Under 
the Acts relating to the Royal Irish 
Constabulary officers cannot retire on 
pension, except onthe grounds of. ill- 
health, until they are sixty years of age | 
und have completed forty years service. | 
The rank and file of the force can retire | 
on pension at twenty-five years service, | 
and they attain their maximum _ pension 
at twenty-nine years service. 


Importation of Dogs. 
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Questions. 


the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture if it is proposed to remove the 
restrictions on the importation of dogs 
into the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) I 
think my hon. friend will see that the 
maintenance of efficient arrangements to 
prevent the importation of rabies from 
abroad is more than ever necessary now 
that this country has happily been free 
from that disease for more than two 
vears. 

Provision of Working Class Dwellings 
in Rural Districts. 

Siz WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board how many 
houses for the working classes have been 
built or provided by the councils in 
rural districts under The Housing of the 
Working Classes Act. 1890, and the 
Acts amending it; and what are the 
names of the parishes and counties in 
which they have been built or provided, 


'and the number of houses so built or 


provided in each of such parishes. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) 1 
have no information as to the number 
of houses actually provided in rural 
districts under these Acts, but the follow- 
ing table gives particulars of the cases 








Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE | in which loans have beea sanctioned for 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): To ask | the purpose :— 
| oe | Number 
Rural District. Parish. | County. Date of Amount ot 
: Sanction. of Loan. | cami 
| : 
Fes | _ ‘ , a 
Thingoe - - | Ixworth - | West Suffolk 20 Dec., 1892 1,700 | 8 
| | 
Sevenoaks  - | Penshurst- | Kent - - 28 Sept., 1899 eo | 6 
| | vind 
do, - - | do. do. - - 9 Oct., 1902 1,850 | 8 
| | 
Westbury and | Bratton - | Wilts. - - 5 Dec., 1903 1,000 | 4 
Whorwells- | | 
down | 
Maldon . - | Bradwell- | Essex - - ( 28 Sept., 1903 1,250) 
| near-the- | \ 22 April, 1904 200 | | 6 
sea | 
| Peet nee 
| £7,800 32 





| 























177 Questions. 
Lease to King of Belgians of Bahr-el- 
Ghazal Territory. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether at any 
time any portion of the Bahr-el-Ghazal 
territory was leased to the King of the 
Belgians ; and, if so, on what terms and 
for what time was such lease made; and 
whether such lease is still in existence, 
or whether it has been cancelled; and, 
if so, when was it cancelled. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) Particulars 
with regard to the lease of a portion of 
the Bahr-el-Ghazal territory to the 
Sovereign of the Congo State will be 
found in the Parliamentary Paper, Treaty 
Series, No. 15, 1894. The lease was made 
subject to a reservation of the rights of 
Egypt, which revived on the reconquest 
of the Soudan. 


Naval Shooting—Admiral Percy Scott's 
nventions. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty, considering the improve- 
ment in naval shooting by the use, in the 
naval gunnery schools, of Admiral Percy 
Scott’s inventions, will order the imme- 
diate equipment of all Naval Reserve 
drill ships, batteries, and Volunteer 
Reserve drill premises with these 
instruments. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
general introduction of these instruments 
tor use in the naval service is neces:arily 
u costly proceeding, and the sea-going 
Fleet is the first consideration in the order 
oi supply. Some of these instruments, 
moreover, are not considered neces- 
sary instructional appliances for Royal 
Naval Reserve and Royal Naval Volun- 
teer Reserve men, and in other cases 
are not suitable for use with the drill 
armaments of the establishments in 
question. Such, however, as are suitable 
wid considered necessary are being 
supplied when available. 


Rules under the Railway Employment 
(Prevention of Accidents) Act, 1900. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 

Rushcliffe): To ask the Secretary to 

the Board of Trade whether rules have 

now been made and are in force with 
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respect to all the subjects mentioned in 
the schedule to The Railway Employment 
(Prevention of Accidents) Act, 1900; if 
not, which of the subjects are still with- 
out rules, and at what stage is the 
action nece-sary to make or complete the 
rules respecting it or them ; and whether 
any application has been made to his 
Department under the provisions of 
Section 14 of the same Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Rules 
have been made with respect to all the 
subjects in the schedule of the Act 
referred to with the exception of those 
numbered 1, 7, and 8, and the rules are 
in force except those relating to boiler- 
gauge glasses and water gauges on engines, 
which come into operation next August. 
The subjects in the schedule not yet 
dealt with by rule are “ brake levers on 
both sides of waggons,” “ the position of 
offices and cabins near working lines,” 
and ‘‘the marking of fouling points.” 
As the hon. Member is aware, the Board 
of Trade were desirous that the brakes to 
be used should be capable of being both 
applied and released from either side of a 
waggon, and proposed a rule to that 
effect; but so far no form of brake that 
has been tested has proved altogether 
satisfactory. Further trials will, how- 
ever, be made, and it has been arranged 
to hold such trials at the beginning of 
next month. As regards the other points 
the Board are advised that they can be 
dealt with, as occasion may arise, more 
conveniently than by general rule under 
Section 1 (1) of tie Act. No application 
has been made to the Department under 
Section 14 of the Act. 


Sugar Convention and Gulden Syrup. 

Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liverpool, 
Everton): ‘To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade under what circumstances 
it has been found necessary to issue a 
circular marked C. 893 proposing to invite 
the Permanent Sugar Commission to 
include golden syrup in the Sugar Con- 
vention; and waether, seeing that the 
proposal would necessitate all syrup 
manufacturers working in bond to the 
detriment of the small manufacturers, he 
will consider the advisability of with- 
drawing the circular. 
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(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) No 
circular making any proposal of the kind 
suggested has been issued. I suppose by 
the reference number quoted that allusion 
must be intended to a confidential inquiry 
made by the Board of Trade as to the 
opinion of syrup manufacturers not work- 
ing in bond with regard to the classifica- 
tion of syrup for the purposes of the 
Sugar Convention. It is evidently im- 
portant that the Board of Trade should 
know the views of the trade on a matter 
affecting their interests, and there can be 
no question of withdrawing the inquiry. 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 


Accidents to Railway Servants. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade what were the 
numbers out of the totals of 410 railway 
Servants killed, and 3,882 railway servants 
injured, in 1904 from train accidents and 
movement of trains and vehicles, of goods 
guards and brakesmen, permanent way 
men, and shunters, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
numbers, subject to possible slight altera- 
tions before the Returns are published, are 
as under :— 





Goods guards and 


Je » ray S rs 

iwakeenace. Permanent way men.  Shunters. 
Killed 28 104 25 
Injured . - - | 72] 161 587 





Annual Leave in Exeter Post Office. 

Mr. SOARES: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that in 
1899 an arrangement was entered into at 
Exeter between the Department and the 
stafi with reference to annual leave, and 
that the staff made certain sacrifices, and 
in consideration thereof the Department 
agreed to send a certain number of the 
staff on holidays throughout the seascn 
of annual leave; and, seeing that the 
holidavs for 1905 have been altered by 
the Department without reference to the 
staff, whether the Postmaster-General 
will state the reasons for the Department 
departing from its part of the compromise 
of 1899. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In 1899 
the Department arranged that the Exeter 
telegraph staff should receive the greater 
portion of its annual leave in the eight 
better months of the year, and this 
arrangement is still in force. Owing to 
pressure of work in the summer it cannot 
be arranged for the same number to be 
away in July, August, and September as 
in the remaining five months of this 
period. 


Postal Service at Glastrigan, North 
Tipperary. 
P. J. O'BRIEN 
To ask the 


MR, (Tipperary, 


Postmaster-General 





if he is aware of the necessity that 
exists for a better postal ‘service at 
Glastrigan, North Tipperary ; is he aware 
that there is an extensive creamery busi- 
ness carried on there, having two auxili- 
ary depots, and that there are also three 
business houses in the village, with two 
schools adjacent, where some 150 children 
attend daily that those establishments 
have little more than one hour daily to 
manage their correspondence, inasmuch 
as the single post arrives about 9 a.m. 
by a postal messenger who returns again 
to Borrisoleigh at 10.15 am.; and 
whether, seeing that the letters from 
the creamery alone average 80 per week, 
he will consider the necessity for the 
establishment of a sub-post office at 
Glastigran. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The inquiry 
which I promised the hon. Member last 
week is not yet complete. When it is 
complete I will communicate the result 
to him. 


Barking Sewage Outfall — Compulsory 
Acquirement of Land by the London 
County Council. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether 
he has issued a Provisional Order under 
the provisions of Section 152 of The 
Metropolis Management Act, 1859, giving 
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to the London County Council powers 
to compulsorily acquire lands for the 
treatment of sewage in connection with 
their northern outfall system at Barking ; 
and, if so, whether he will suspend such 
Order until such time as the local 
authority within whose district such 
lands are situated shall have been heard in 
accordance with the request contained in 
their letter of 7th March, 1905; whether, 
seeing that the land available for such 
purpose in the immediate neighbourhood 
is limited in area, and surrounded by 
densely-populated districts, the require- 
ments of the Local Government Board 
as to the area of bacteria beds for the 
treatment of sewage on the lines pro- 
posed will be complied with. 


(Answered by Mr.’ Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) No, Sir. What is required 
of me by the Metropolis Management 
Act is, not to make a Provisional Order, 
but merely to give or withhold my consent 
in writing to the compulsory acquisition 
of land by the London County Council. 
I have not yet given this consent, and 
I will not give it without full and careful 
consideration of the objections urged by 
the Barking Urban District Council. 


Adulteration of Wine. 


Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what steps have been, or will be, taken 
for preventing the fraudulent admixture 
with port, sherry, and claret, of British 
wines made from currants and raisins 
paying a very low duty (and in a lesser 
degree made from foreign grape-must 
paving no duty), in view of the injury 
caused to the revenue. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
Only two days ago I received from the 
Board of Inland Revenue a Report on 
this subject founded on such information 
as the Board have been able to procure. 
I propose now to consider the whole 
matter carefully; but the hon. Member 
will understand that some time must 
necessarily elapse before I am able to 
announce what steps, if any, I may find 
it advisable to take for the better pro- 
tection of the revenue derived from im- 
ported foreign wines. 
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Mr. Dane’s Mission to Cabul. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) :jTo 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is yet in a position to state 
briefly the result of Mr, Dane’s Mission 
to Cabul. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Mission is still at Cabul, and it 
would not be in the public interest to 
make any statement at present. 


Coopers Hill School of Forestry. 

Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is now prepared to 
lay upon the Table the scheme for re- 
moving the Coopers Hill School of 
Forestry to Oxford, and the corres- 
pondence relating thereto. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Iam prepared to lay Papers upon tne 
Table. 


County Kerry Evicted Tenants —McCartie 
Estate. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have received applications 
from Mrs. Johanna Bowler, Mr. Denis 
Healy, and Mr. Patrick Sullivan as 
evicted tenants on the McCartie Estate 
at Headfort, county Kerry; and if the 
Commissioners have done or propose to do 
anything in connection with the applica- 
tions, as the sale of the estate is now 
proceeding. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Estates Commissioners have received 
applications from the persons named, 
whose claims will be inquired into and 
reported upon by the inspector when he 
visits the estate. A request to the Land 
Judge, under Section 7, has been issued 
in regard to this estate, but the particu- 
lars have not yet been furnished. 


Irish Tithe Rent-Charge Redemption— 
Claim against Mr. Sinnott. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland how is it that Mr. 
Sinnott, of Ballinaclash, Enniscorthy, 
county Wexford, has been sued by the 
Irish Land Commission for £4 Lls., tithe 
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acres which he purchased under the 
former Land Purchase Acts, and under 
which purchase the proportion of the 
original tithe rent-charge due on his fifty- 
four acres should hive been redeemed by 
the vendor, and in view of the fict that 
the total tithe rent for the 128 acres 
comprised in Ballinaclash was only £5 a 
year, and that seventy-four acres of that 
townland have been purchased by other 
tenants. 


(Answered by Mr, Atkinson.) Before 
the purchase Mr. Sinnott, and not his 
landlord, was liible for payment of the 
tithe rent-charge, as he hel under a 
lease mace in 1798 for 999 vears. Since 
the purchase by Mr. Sinnott the question 
of the liability has been the subject of 
litigation, and by an order of Mr. Justice 
Ross, made 7th March, 1904, Mr. Sinnott’s 
future annual liability has been fixed at 
£1 lls. 100. per annum, The £4 Lls. 
mentionel in the Question represents 
unpaid arrears. 


Armagh Technical School Headmaster- 
ship. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the recent 
appointment of a Mr. Caffery to the head- 
mastership of Armagh Technical School, 
he can state what the qualifications of 
this gentleman are; was his name upon 
the register according to the Act of 1902 
which dealt with secondary teachers ; and 
in what papers, if any, was the vacancy 
advertised. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Mr. 
Caffrey holds advanced certificates from 
the Board of Edueation, South Kensing- 
ton, and the City and Guilds of London 
Institute in building trades subjects and 
possesses practical experience of a 
character such as to fit him for the 
duties of the post. The Department are 
not aware whether Mr. Caffrey’s name is 
upon the register of teachers formed by 
the Teachers’ Registration Council under 
the Order in Council of the 6th March, 
1902, as they do not require that persons 
holding posts of this character should be 
on the register. The vacancy was ad- 
vertised by the local committee in the 
following papers, Zrish Times, Freeman’s 
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Journal, Manchester Guardian, and the 
Scotsman. 


Compulsory Education of the Blind in 
reland. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether it is the intention of 
the Government to bring in a Bill this 
session for the compulsory education of 
the blind under similar conditions to that 
at present existing in England and Scot- 
land ; and, if not, will any steps be taken 
to give eftect to any of the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission of 1885. 


The 


foval Com- 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) 
recommendations of the 
mission can only be given effect to by 
legislation. The question of the intro- 
duction of legislation in the present 
session is under consideration by my 
right hon. friend. : 


Comyn Kenny and Longworth Estates. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.}: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the date 
upon which agreements for purchase of 
the Comyn Kenny and _ Longworth 
Kstates were entered into by the Con- 
gested Districts Board ; and whether the 
land has yet been given to the tenants 
in the district ; and, if not, why. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) In the 
case of the Comyn Kenny Estate the 
agreement for purchase with the vendor, 
in pursuance of Section 79 of the Land 
Act of 1903, has not yet been entered into 
owing to certain requirements under the 
rules not having been complied with, but 
it is expected that the agreement will 
shortly be completed. In the case of 
the Dames Longworth Estate, the agree- 
ment for purchase was executed on the 
Ist February last, but the estate has not 
yet been vested in the Board. The 
Congested Districts Board are noi in a 
position to divide lands amongst the 
tenants until the property is legally 
vested in them. 


South African War—Forage Contracts. 
Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to the statement of the Comptroller 
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Supplies in South Africa from October, 
1902, to December, 1903, disposed of 
stores which realised £474,000 to three 
firms, two of whom were forage contrac- 
tors tothe Army ; what was the loss to the 
Government by these sales; who these 
contractors were ; whether they are still 
on the list of Government contractors ; 
why oats and oat-hay, which had been 
purchased during January, 1903, at 
lis. 1ljd. and 17s. 84d. per 100 Ibs., 
were sold to the same contractor who 
supplied this forage for 11s. and 10s. per 
100 lbs. respectively between January and 
March, 1903; and whether the amount of 
£21,232 allowed for deterioration was in 
respect of forage supplied by the self- 
s:me contractor; and why the contracts 
asked for in reference to these transac- 
tions have not been transmitted to the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 


Forster.) The names of the contractors 
are EK, Stepney, of Standerton, South 


Africa; Messrs. Meyer and Co., of 
Pretoria; and Messrs. Wilson and Worth- 
ington, of Pretoria. Two of these con- 
tractors hold contracts for the year 
1904-5. The copies of the contracts 
cilled for were, on receipt of the audit 
query, obtained from South Africa; they 
have not yet been forwarded to the 
Auditor-General, as they are at present 
detained for the special inquiry at the 
War Office to which I alluded yesterday. 
Tie other points raised can hardly be 
dealt with within the limits of an Answer 
to a Question. They will form part of 
the reply which will be sent to the 
Auditor-General after the inquiry has 
been held. 


South African War—Comptroller and 
Auditor-General's Demand for Copies 
of Store Contracts. 

Mr. LEVY: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War why the requests made 
by the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
during 1904 for copies of certain con- 
tr.cts for supplies of stores, etc., for the 
South African War have not been com- 
plied with; and whether it is the inten- 
tion of the War Office to supply copies of 
these contracts to the Auditor-General. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The copies of the contracts, 
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for which the Auditor-General asked, 
were at once called for from South Africa. 
These contracts have been under investi- 
gation by the Committee which is now 
sitting at the War Office, but I have given 
orders that they shall be forwarded at 
once to the Auditor-General. 


Nigerian Civil Servants’ Grievances. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that some discontent 
has been caused among Civil servants in 
Northern Nigeria, who were engaged on 
the understanding that they were to 
receive « local allowance of 5s. a day 
until permaneat houses were provided 
and the high cost of living was reduced, 
and whose allowance is now to be cur- 
talled to 2s. 6d. a day in the provinces 
und Is, a day at Zungeru and Lokoja, 
although many of these officers are still 
unprovided with proper houses, and the 
cost of living has rather increased than 
declined ; and what steps he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


(Answerel by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The High Commissioner has received 
representations from several Civil officers 
of Northern Nigeria on the subject of the 
reduction of the “ local allowance ” which 
has recently been made in certain cases. 
This reduction is in accordance with 
the conditions of their appointment, in 
which it was explained that an allowance 
of 5s. a day would be granted as a tem- 
porary measure in view of the incon- 
venience to which they would be exposed 
through there being no permanent 
houses and of the comparatively high 
cost of living under the conditions pre- 
vailing when the administration was 
being established, but that the arrange- 
ment would be subject to revision when 
these conditions were improved and per- 
manent quarters had been provided. 
The reduction of the allowance which, 
with the concurrence of Sir F. Lugard, 
is now being made, is confined to cases 
where permanent quarters are provided, 
and the reduced allowance is being fixed 
at rates varving according to the cost of 
living at the different stations. Officers 
who are not provided with permanent 
quarters will continue for the present to 
receive the allowance at the rate of 5s. a 


| day as before. 
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Royalty on ope Cor and Transvaal | 
iamonds. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he is aware that the 
rovalty on diamonds in Cape Colony is 
1 per cent.on the value of diamonds, 
whilst it is 60 per cent. of the profits in 
the Transvaal; and whether he will, in 
the interests of the newer colony, con- 
sider the advisability of assimilating more 
nearly these royalties. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No comparison is possible between the 
two colonies in this matter, as in the 
Transvaal the right of mining for and 
disposing of all precious stones was under 
the law of the late South African Republic, 
and is also under British law vested in 
the Crown, and there is no such law in 
the Cape Colony. I may add that in the 
Cape an income-tax has been introduced 
to which the mines contribute largely. 
Tam not prepared to contemplate alter- 
ing the Transvaal law. 


Currency—International Conference. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
ment intend to take any steps to promote 
an International Conference with the 
object of securing a stable basis of cur- 
rency and exchange between the leading 
commercial Nations. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
Government do not contemplate taking 
any steps in the direction suggested in 
the Question. 


Redistribution of Seats Bill. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
when he proposes to introduce the Re- 
distribution of Seats Bill. 


(Answered by Mr, A. J. Balfour.) In the 
present condition of public business I 
cannot fix a date for introducing pro- 
posals in connection with redistribution. 


South African War Contracts—Names 
of Contractors. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Yo ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether he will state the names of the | 
firms supplying the 1,034,532 emergency | 
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rations and the 4,537,090 meat and 
vegetable rations, stated at page 257 of 
the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General as having been destroyed 
whether his attention 
has been called to the statement in the 
Report in question that of the 1,034,532 
condemned emergency rations 955,727 
were supplied by Messrs. Maconochie, and 
to the statement that this firm substi- 
tuted 365,600 rations on account of con- 
demned supplies, many of these substi- 
tuted rations being also subsequently 
found to be unsound; and whether he 


| will state the nature of the final claim 


against this contractor recently submitted 
to the Treasury, as described on page 
258 of the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. 


(Answered by §Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) As regards the first part of the 
Question, the names of the. firms, so far 
as they can be traced, are as follows :— 
Maconochie Brothers; Poulton and Noel; 
London Canning Company; Moir and 
Wilson ; Moir and Sons; Davidson, R. and 
W.; Sturton Brothers; Bruce, W.; Aber- 
deen Preserving Company ; Duhamel and 
Company; Milne and Son; Morton, E. 
and C.; Bovril, Limited ; Chamberlain, 
H. R.; Woolwich. The reply to the 
second part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. The final claim on Messrs. 
Maconochie is for £2,500. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. ‘‘Grafton.” 

Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): T beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
when H.M.S. “Grafton ” returned home ; 
and if she is to be paid off at Portsmouth 
or Chatham, and when. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The ‘‘Grafton”’ reached Ports- 
mouth from the Pacific Station on 
December 30th, 1904. She will be paid 
off at Portsmouth on April 5rd. 


Greenwich Hospital Chapel. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): I beg to ask the Civil Lord of the 
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afternoons at a later hour than 3 p.m., 
in order to enable a larger number of 
people to enjoy an opportunity of visiting 
the interior. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham): The chapel at Greenwich 
Hospital is closed on Sa‘urdays at 5 p.m. 
in order that the men whose duty it is 
to prepare it for the services on the 
following day may be enabled, on the 
completion of this work, to take the few 
hours leave to which they are entitled. 
In these circumstinces I regret that I 
aim unable to arrange for the chapel to 
be kept open beyond that hour. 


Somaliland Treaties. 
Mr. HARWOOD (vol on): I beg to 


ask the Under-Secretary of S ate for 
Forei'g1 Afftirs whether the tres‘ies 
which it is alleged co:npelled us to under- 
take the expeditions into the interior of 
Som liland will be considered as abro- 
ga‘ed now that it has been decided to 
undertake no more such expedition:, and, 
by restoring arins to the tribesmen, to 
return to the condition before these 
treaties were agreed upon. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): No, Sit, the Answer is in 
the negative. 


Baku Massacres. 
Mr. MALCOLM (Suifolk, Stowmarket) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can 
inform the House of the extent of the 
massacre of Armenians by the Russians 
at Baku. 


Bart PERCY: I presume that the 
hon. Member refers to the dis‘urbances 
which broke out on Sunday, February 
19th, between the Tartar and Armenian 
inhabitants of Baku. From a_ report 
received from His Majesty’s Consul at 
Batum it appears that the fighting 
lated for four days, during which Ar- 
menian houses were burned and pitched 
battles ‘ook place between the two 
parties. Members of several leading 
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Admiralty if it is possible to arrange | 
that the chapel at Greenwich Hospital | 
shall be open to the public on Saturday | 
500 and by others at nearly 1,000, The 
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Armenian families were besieged in their 
houses and put to death, the number thus 
killed being estimated by some at over 
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total loss of life is stated to have been 
nearly 2,000. Order was at last restored 
by the joint intervention of the Goveraor 
and the ecclesiastical authorities of the 
Mussulman and Armenian communities. 


Income-Tax Collection. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor ofthe Exchequer 
whether the Inland Revenue officers (Ex- 
cisemen) are being employed to collect 
the arrears of income-tax in Scotland; 
and whether this is also being done in 
England and Wales. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): In Scotland practi- 
cally the whole of the income-tax is col- 
lected by Inland Revenue officers. In 
England and Wales, Inland Revenue 
officers are employed for the collection 
only in certain of the urban districts, 
and only for tax under Schedules D. and 
E. Wherever the collection is entrusted 
to Inland Revenue officers, those officers 
are employed to collect arrears as well 
as the rest of the tax. 


In reply toa further Question, the right 
hon. Gen‘leman said the nomination of 
collectors rested in England mainly with 
the District Commissioners, and it only 
fell to the Inland Revenue when they 
failed to nominate or nominated one who 
could not give security. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.):Is it 
not the case that only within the last two 
years this practice has been adopted in 
Scotland ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I do 
not know whether the hoa. Gentleman has 
personal experience of the practice more 
than two years back. I understand it 
has been the practice for many years, but 
if a Question is put down I will inquire. 

Inoculation at Glasgow—Vivisection 

Returns. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he will state how 
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many animals were inoculated with the | 
rabies virus in the performance of the | 
two experiments carried out by Mr. R. M. 
Buchanan, at the Veterinary College, 
Glasgow, under The Cruelty to Animals | 
Act, 1876, referred to in the Government 
Inspector’s Report for 1903; and will he 
state the number of animals used for the 
purpose of vivisection under the above 
Act for the years 1903 and 1904. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr, Akers- 
Douctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): In the 
two experiments in question two rabbits 
were inoculated, not with rabies virus but 
with emulsion of the brain of a dog which 
had been killed by the police on suspicion 
that it was rabid. The experiments were 
carried out at the Glasgow Publie Health 
Laboratory, not at the Veterinary College. 
In answer to the second part of the 
Question, I have to say that the Returns 
for 1904 are not yet complete. In 1903 
the number of experiments performed 
was 19,084, of which nearly 17,000 were 
inoculation or feeding experiments. The 
number of animals used for the purpose 
of these experiments cannot be precisely 
stated, but it is slightly less than the 
total number of experiments. 


Workmen's Compensation Act Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sh ffield, Bright- 
side) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department when he hopes 
to be able to introduce the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act Amendment Bill. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: This Bill 
will be introduced in another place, pro- 
bably to-morrow. 


Unproductive Prison Labour. 

Str ERNEST FLOWER: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he can state whether any 
cranks or tread-wheels are still in use 
in His Majesty’s prisons; and whether 
any form of unproductive labour still 
exists. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No form of 
unproductive labour now exists in His 
Majes y’s prisons. At two prisons the 
machinery of wheels and cranks is still 
in use as a means of pumping water, but 
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employment on this duty is for ordinary 
prison service, and is no longer a pre- 


| scribed form of hard labour. 


Women Inspectors of Prisons. 

Str ERNEST FLOWER: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will take into con- 
sideration the desirability of appointing 
a woman inspector charged with the 
special duty of inspecting the women’s 
department in His Majesty’s prisons. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : My Answer 
to this Question must be the same as 
that which was given to the hon. Mem- 
ber by my predecessor, the right hon. 
Member for Croydon, on the 3lst January, 
1902,¢ namely, that the appointment of 
women inspectors of prisons was fully 
considered on the Report of the Pr'sons 
Committee of 1895, and it was determined 
to meet the want by an extension of 
voluntary aid. There is now no prison 
in which women are confined without a 
staff of duly appointed. lady visitors. 
The work of these lady visitors is very 
well and thoroughly performed under the 
auspices of the Lady Visitors Associa- 
tion, whose President is tle Duchess of 
Bedtord. 


Laundry Work in Religious Institutions— 
Powers of Inspection. 

Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether there is any 
official list of establishments belonging to 
various religious societies where laundry 
work is carried on; and whether the 
Government propose to introduce legis- 
lation to make such laundries subject to 
the ordinary law. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, Sir, 
is such a list. It was prepared 
after the passing of the Factory Act of 
1901, in fulfilment of the promise made 
by my predecessor at the time. I do 
not contemplate introducing legislation 


such as the hon. Member suggests. I 
-may add that about half these laundries 


have consented to be inspected, and are, 
at the present time, regularly inspected 
by His Majesty’s Inspectors of Factories 
and Workshops. 





t See (4) Debates, cii., 28. 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT : Including those ; ment Board why the order for winding 


belonging to the Roman Catholic Church ? | 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : Certainly ; 
that is the whole point. 


| up the South Metropolitan School District, 


| which was dissolved by the Board in 
| 1898, has not been issued, all the parties 


Mr. T. L. CORRETT: No, it is not | 


the whole point. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give a list of the 
institutions inspected ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: TI do not 
think there will be any objection to that ; 
but if the hon. Member will put down a 
Question I will consider it. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT: Also of those 


that refuse to allow inspection ? 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


| England, but an 


being in agreement. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It was 
found necessary to obtain legislation to 
provide for the transfer of property and 
other matters consequent upon the dis- 
solution of districts of this kind, and an 
Act was obtained for the purpose last 
year. There were still some difficulties 
as to the transfer of stock belonging to 
the district in the books of the Bank of 
Order has now been 
made with the concurrence of the Bank 
which is expected to put an end to these 


| difficulties, and to enable the affairs of 
'the district to be wound up without 


Is it not a fact that when proposals were | 
before the House for inspecting these | 
institutions, many Protestant institutions | 


objected to inspection on the same 


ground as Catholics did ? 


The London Census. 

Mr. REA (Gloucester): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board what steps he proposes 
to take with regard to the taking of 
a census of London in 
that taken in 1896; whether he proposes 


further delay. 


Shipping Freight Rebates. 
Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) : I beg to ask the Secretary 


|to the Board of Trade whether he can 
say if the system of rebates granted by 
| steamship owners to shippers, as it exists 
| in this country, has been declared illegal 


that the census should include ages, and | 


any other information, beyond a mere 
enumeration of the population; and 
whether it will extend to Greater London 
and the county boroughs. 


THe PRESIDENT THE LOCAL 


OF 


in the United States; and, if so, whether 
this was done by a decision of the Law 
Courts, or by legislative enactment ; and, 


1906 similar to | if by the latter, can he give the reference 


number of the statute. 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
ro tHE BOARD or TRADE 


THE 
TARY 


| (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD | 


Batrour, Leeds, Central) : 
taken in London in 1896 was obtained 
for the purposes of the London Equalisa- 
tion of Rates Act, 1804, and I am in 
communication with the Registrar- 


The census | 


General and the London County Council | 


on the question whether a census should 


be taken for a like purpose in 1906, and | 


if so, what it should contain. 


A census 


for this purpose would obviously be. 


limited to the Administrative County of | 


London. 


South Metropolitan School District. 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to. 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 


Il am not able: to say definitely 
whether any final decision has yet 
been arrived at in the United States 


Courts with regard to the legality or 
otherwise of the system of rebates, but I 
am aware that the question h»s been 
raised under an Act of Congress of July, 
1890, cap. 647. 


Preferential Shipping Rates to South 
Africa. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called io 
the fact that the Conference Lines of 
steamers sailing to South Africa grant 
preferential rates to the United States 


shippers as compared with those which 


they grant to shippers in this country ; 
and whether, in view of this handicap to 


G 2 








195 


British export trade, he proposes to take, 
or has taken, any action. | 


Questions. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The attention of | 
the Board of Trade has been called t» the 
matter to which the hon. Member refers, 
and it is receiving careful consideration. 


Seamen’s Wages. 


Stir HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Limehouse): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
he can state how the rate of wages at 
present paid to seamen in our mercantile 
marine compares with the rate paid in 
1890, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Rates of wages 
of seamen vary considerably according to 
the class of man, class of vessel, voyage 
and port. The average rates of money 
wages of A.B’s shipped at five large 
ports in Great Britain on steamships 
engaged in four of the principal foreign 
voyages are now between four and five 
per cent. lower than in 1890, which was 
a vear of maximum wages. Particulars 
of recent changes in seamen’s Wiges were 
published in the Board of Trade Labour 
Gazette for December, 1904. 


Nationality of Seamen in the British 

ercantile Marine. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if he can state how the number of British 
seamen employed in our mercantile 
marine in 1903 compares with the number 
employed in the same service in 1888; 
also if he can give similar informatioa 
with reference to foreign seamen employed 
in our mercantile marine. 


Sir HARRY SAMUEL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Tride if 
he can state the present number of foreign 
seamen employed in our mercantile 
marine, and the number of British seamen 
employed in the same service. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: In 1886 the num- 
ber of British persons, not including 
lascars, employed in vessels belonging to 
the United Kingdom, Isle of Man, and 
Channel Islands engaged in the home 
and foreign trades was 179,969, and in 
1903 the number was 176,520, Tne nium- 
ber of foreign persons so employed was | 
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25, 277 in 1888, and 40,396 in 1903. This 
information answers also the Question 
put by my hon. friend the Member for 
Limehouse. 


Str HARRY SAMUEL: Is it not the 
fact that a large number of the seamen 
in the British mercantile marine are 
engaged in Britis ports ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: TI should like to 
h:ve notice of that Question. 


‘‘ British ” Guns made Abroad —Infringe- 
ments of the Merchandise Marks Act 
Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birminghim, 

Bordesley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware of the p:actice of foreign gun 
makers of sond'ng to this country gun 
barrels, gun actions, and complete guns 
for the purpose of having the English 
proof ma‘ks placcd upon them, thereby 
concealing the foreign origin of the 
goods, and that thee foreign guns, after 
being so marked, are sold at home and 
abroad as Prit:sh-mide arms, sometimes 
with English makers’ names on them; 
and whether he will take steps in the 
interests of British gun-workers under 
the Merchandise Marks Acts, 1887-1891, 
or by some other means, to put a stop to 
this practice. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The attention 
of the Board of Trade has been call-d 
to this matter, and they have stated that 
they are prepared if any specific case of 
infringement of the Merchandise Marks 
Act, 1887, with regard to the marking of 
foreign made gunsis brought before them 
in accordance with their regulations un- 
der the Merchandise Marks Act, 1891, to 
consider carefully the question of institu- 
ting proceedings. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the majority of 
guardians who govern the proof house are 
men who import foreign guns in a more 


‘or less finished state, mark them with the 


British proof mark and sell them every- 
where as British goods, although there is 
only a few shillings’ worth of British 
labour in such goods and in some none at 
all? Will he make inquiry into this 
matter ? 

















197 Questions. 


Mr. CROOKS: Do the Government 
themselves purchase from private firms 
any goods manufactured in this manner ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: T cannot now 
answer the Question of tne hon. Member 
for Woolwich. With regard to the 
Question of the hon. Member for Bordes- 
ly, I am aware of the general facts. The 
secretary of the association which repre- 
sents the gun-workers has promised to 
furnish a specific case, and until that is 
done the Board cannot take any further 
action. 


Brendon School--Teachers’ Duties. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
the advertisement issued on behalf of the 
Devon Education Committee, for a cer- 
tificated headmaster for Brendon, average 
about fifty, also supplementary tezcher, 
Art. 68, salary £20 to £35, harmonium 
church, extra, choral service ; and whether 
he will call the attention of the commitiee 
to Article 15 of the Education Code, 
which states that the teacher is not to be 
required to perform any duties except 
such as are connected with the work of 
the school. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to rHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Winttam Anson, Oxford Univ: rsity) : 
I have no information as to the case 
referred to by the hon, Member. The 
action of the Board in such cases must 
necessarily depend upon the circumstances 
of each particular case. 


Will the hon. 
of the 


Dr. MACNAMARA : 
Gentleman cill the attention 
committee to the fact ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: If the hon. 
Member will furnish me with the 
necessary information I will consider the 
matter. 


Underfed School Children. 

*Mr. J. F. HOPE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Boird of Education 
whether he hopes during the present 
session to introduce legislation dealing 
with the feeding of children jn public 
elementary schools. 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON: It is not in- 


tended to introduce any such legislation 
during the present session. 


Questions. 


Buckingham Palace Approach. 

Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, when the main approach from 
Charing Cross to Buckingham Palace is 
to be completed. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): It is impossible to forecast 
the date of completion at present; 
it is not only a question of making 
a street but of completing the build- 
ing which is to be placed at the end 
of it, of which an elevation will within a 
few days be exhibited in the tea-room of 
the House. 


The Extension of the Mall. 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
the Chorley Division of Lancashire, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether any design has been pre- 
pared for finishing off the blenk wall left 
by the demolition of the two houses in 
Cockspur Street to make room for carry- 
ing the continuation of the Mall through 
to Charing Cross ; and whenitis expected 
that the works for opening out the road 
opposite to the entrance to Drummond’s 
Bank will be commenced. 


Lorp BALCARRES: I think I can 
only refer the hon. Baronet to the reply 
given to the last Question. 


Highland Water Supply. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether sp cial water supply 
districts in the Highland crofiing counties 
which have been formed under the Publ c 
Health Acts since The Agricultural Rates 
(Scotland) Act, 1896, wes passed, will be 
brought within the scope of the Act when 
it is renewed. 


*Toe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bri'gton): The 
S cretary for Scotland does not contem- 
plate the intreduction of a Bill to amend 
the Act referred to by the hon. Member. 
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North Sea Investigations—H.M.S. 
*‘ Jackal.” 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state on how many 
days last year H.M.S. “Jackal” was 
employed on the International North 
Sea investigations ; and was any appli- 
cation made to the Admiralty for the 
services of a cruiser to take up the sea 
police duties for which the “ Jackal” was 
originally detailed. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: During the 
year 1904 the “Jackal”? was employed 
in connection with the North Sea In- 
vestigations for a total period of twenty- 
seven days, on three different occasions 
of nine, eight, and ten days each. No 
relief ship was applied for. 


Fish Carriage from Ullapool to Kyle. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 


Advocate whether he is aware that the 
steamer engaged by the Congested 
Districts Board to convey fish from 
Ullapool and other ports en route to 
Kyle has broken down on several occa- 
sions since the middle of February ; and 
will he state whether arrangements can 
be made for the employment of a more 
efficient steamer. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I am aware 
that the steamer engaged to carry fish 
from Ullapool to Kyle broke down. The 
cause of the breakdown has now been 
removed, and there is no reason to believe 
that an efficient service cannot be main- 
tained. 


Me. WEIR: It has broken down on 


several occasions. 


Scottish Parochial Medical Officers. 

*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if his attention has been 
directed to the numbérs of cases of 
dismissal of medical officers in Scotland, 
and the hardships suffered thereby by 
the poor, and to the Report of the 
Departmental Committee of the Local 
Government Board to inquire into such 
cases, and to the fact that the Medical 
Association has publicly advertised warn- 
ing applicants against accepting appoint- 
ments in certain parishes; and if, under 
all the circumstances, he wil! bring the 
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urgency of the case before the Govern- 


ment witha view to immediate legis- 
lation. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The matters 
reierred to have been considered by the 


‘Secretary for Scotland, but the Govern- 


ment c’nnot undertake to legislate on 
the subject this session. The hon. 
Member has himself introduced a Bill 
on the subject, and, as he is aware, the 
question is a very controversial one. 


*Mx. CATHCART WASON: Is the 
right hon. Gentlem in aware that practi- 
cally all the Scottish non-official Members 
are in favour of the rig'it to appeal, and 
have signed a memorial to the Secretary 
for Sentland to that eect. 


*Me. SUOTL DICKSON: I am not. 


Shetland Whaling Stations—Whale 
Fisheries (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advocate if, in view of the 
nuisance caused by the manner in which 
certain wha'ing stations ended their 
operations in Shetland, the Government 
will introduce at an earlier date a measure 
providing for the regulation of these 
operations, 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSIN: The Secre- 
tary for Scotland has already introduced 
a Bill entitled the Whale Fisheries (Se t- 
land) Bill, and the Local Government 
Board are in communication wth the 


local authorities concerned as to the 
framing of by-laws to regulate the 
industry. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Where 


will the Bill be introduced ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : It has been 


introduced in another place. 


Scottish Tables of Precedence. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Lord-Advocate if he can 
state the reasons why, in the scales of 
general prccedence in Scotland, published 
in the London Gazette of March 14th 
current, precede ice in Scotland is given 
to Dukes of England over Duke: of Scot- 
land, whilst Dukes of Great Britain come 
last, and simil:rly with reg rd to other 
titles, the holders of English titles taking 
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precedence of holders of Scotch titles; | 


and whether such tale of precedence in 
Scotland is compatible with the Treaty of 
Union between England and Scotland. 


the hon. Member to Article 23 of the Act 
of Union, which clearly defines the order 
of precedence between members of Scot- 
tish, English, and British Peerages in the 
sense of the scale of precedeice which 
has been recently issued. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Is there not this 
important difference in the case of Scotch 
Peers who by the Treaty of Union be- 
come Members of the House of Lords, that 
they sit in England and atten Court in 
England, whereas in the present cise we 
are dealing with precedence limite 1 to 
Scotland alone ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Sefore the Lord-Advocate answers, m-y 
IT ask where do the Irish Dukes come in ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : T have enough 
to do with Scotch Dukes. According to 
the right construction o! the statute, I 
think the view of the hon. Member is not 
sound, and that the procedure adopted in 
the seale of precedence published is the 
right one. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Can you explain 
why it is that the question of precedence 
should be broken up into nationalities, 
and not be made applicable to the United 
Kingdom as a whole ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will no doubt find other 
opportunities of arguing this question. 


Experimental Science Teaching in 
Ireland. 


Mr. SLOAN: I bez to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury if he will explain 


for what reason the teaching of ex- | 


perimental science under the Board 
of Education in Ireland is now being 
stopped for want of funds; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the teaching of 
experimental science in Irish national 
schools has the approval of all creeds and 
classes, he will renew the grant required 
to meet the necessary expenditure, 
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Taz ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): At the request of m, right hon. 
friend I will reply to this Question. The 


period for which the ovigiaal grant for 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I would refer | 


the science training of teachers by the 
Bo :rd’s organisers w.s made expires on 
the 3lst instant. It is not correct to 
say that the teaching of elementary 
science has been stopped for want of 
funds; on the contrary, instruction in 
elementary science is progressing in the 
schools and there is no reason to antieip te 
that it will diminish in the future 


Mr. SLOAN: Why has the renewal 
of the grant been refused ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Tue period for 


which it was made has not yet expired. 


Irish Language in Irish Schools. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): [beg to ask Mr. Attorney-Ceneral 
for Ireland, did the teachers under the 
Irish National Board who failed last 
July to obtain certificates of competency 
to teach Irish receive notification of their 
failure from the Education Office; and 
w.ll those teachers who heretofore taught 
Irish successfully, and were certified by 
[rish-speaking inspectors as competent, 
receive results for the teaching of Irish 
in the future, though having no formal 
certific ites. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The results of the 
last July Examinations in extra branches 
(Irish included) have been no‘itied to 
the principa's of the training colleges 


|or to the managers in the cases of all 


those who were successful. It is not the 
practice to issue notification of failure 
except upon special application from the 
manager or teacher concerned. Every 
teacher of an extra branch is required to 
produce a certificate, or other satisfactory 
proof, of his qualifications to teach that 
subject. 


Land Purchase in County Limerick— 
Gascoigne Estate. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that applications for 
the sale of the Gascoigne Estate in and 
around Kilfinane, in the county of 
Limerick, have been lodged with the 
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Estates Commissioners; 
petition has been lodged with the Com- 
missioners by the Town Tenants’ Associa- 
tion of Kilfinane on behalf of the in- 
habitant occupiers of that town; and 
whether, seeing that untenanted land 
previously in the occupation of the land- 
lord and situated at Spa Hill. near the 
town, has been lately broken into small 
applotments and assigned to the estate 
bailiff, thus creating a new tenancy and 
frustrating the intention of the Land 
Act of 1903, while other applotments 
have been advertised for sale by public 
auction, so that the landlord may have 
two profits, one from the tenant right, 
and the other from the purchase money 
to be advanced by the Estates Com- 
missioners, he will say what action the 
Commissioners will take on the petition. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I regret to have to 
ask the hon. Member to postpone this 
Question till to-morrow. Ihave to make 
the same request of other hon. Gentle- 
men who have Questions on the Paper. 
Owing to the storm there has been a 
telegraphic breakdown and it has been 
found impossible to obtain from Ireland 
the necessiry information to enable 
Answers to these Questions to Le given. 


Report of the Estates Commissioners 
and the Land Act. 1903. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Treland whether, in view of the forth- 
coming debate in connection with the 
administration of the Lands Act, 1903, 
he will take steps to have the Report of 
the Estates Commissioners dealing with 


that Act immediately laid upon the Table : 


of the House. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Every _ possible 
effort is being made to expedite the pre- 
paration of this Report. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: As the right 
hon. Gentleman is aware, the first Vote to 
be discussed on Monday is the Land Com- 
mission Vote, and on the following 
day there is to be a debate on almost 
the same subject, and we cannot discuss 
these matters properly without informa- 
tion. 


Mr. ATKINSGN: TI will do my best 
to hasten its presentation. 
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Caldbeck Estate, Queen’s County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether he can now 
state what course the Es‘ates Commis- 
Sioners propose to adopt with reference 
to the contemplated sale of the Caldbeck 
Estate, Ballacolla, Queen’s County, in 
view of the fact that the Jandlord and his 
agent have parcelled out 241 acres of 
unteranted land amongst a few busiae s 
men, large graziers, and the bailiff of the 
estate, to the prejudice of thirty-four 


small occupiers on this and neighbouring 


estates whose holdings require enlarge- 
ment. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The inspector’s 
report on this subject has not vet been 
received by the Estates Commissioners. 


Ireland—Teachers in Bilingual Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to: sk the Chief Secretary ‘o 
the Lord-Lieuten: nt of Ireland whether, 
in case o* schools where a_ bilingual 
programme is adopted and approved of, 
arrengements will be made that  in- 
spectors competent ‘o examine children 
orally in Irish will be sent to examine 
and report on the progress and proficiency 
of the pupils; and whether teachers of 
such schools will be eligible for promotion 
to the highest grade. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Schools in which 
the bilingual programme is adopted 
with the approval of the Commissioners 
will be inspected from time to time by 
the inspectors competent to judge of the 
progress made by the pupils The 
teachers of such schools will be eligible for 
promotion to the highest grade under the 
usual conditions prescribed in the rules. 


Kerry County Council and Mr. Cyril 
Browne. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to «sk the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of TIrelénd whether _ his 
attention has been called to the un- 
anin.ous resolution of the Kerry County 
Council, at a special meeting on Decem- 
ber 28th, condemning the partisan 


manner in which Mr. Cyril Browne 
referred to the officials of the Kerry 
County Council; end, if so, having re- 
gard to his partisan reports, the injury 
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he tried to inflict on the ratepayers, and 
the diss itisfaction he h:s given to public 
men in the county, this officer will be still 
retained in the public service. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have received the resolution 
referred to. Thev consider that there 
is no ground whatever for the «ccusation 
contained in it. The auditor in his re- 
port pointed out, as the f<ct was, that 
the accounts of the county council were 
in some respects kept in a slovenly and 
inaccurate menner ¢nd the bonds and 
other documents improperly filled up. 
This, though true, is styled in the Question 
“partis:n” conduct. The Local Govern- 
ment Board consider that the auditor 
faithfully ¢nd fearlessly discharged his 
duty, and they will con‘inue to avail 
themselves ot his veluable services. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will ex- 
p'ain why the cuditor, Mr. Cyril Browne, 
who recen‘ly audited the accovnts of the 
Kerry County Council did not include his 
objection to the manner in wnich the 
accounts are kept or to the way in which 
the public moneys are apportioned in the 
accounts or estimates in his report to the 
county council instead of making a 
private report to the Local Government 
Board as to the manner in which the 
purchase price of the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway was apportioned in accounts and 
estimates of the Kerry County Council. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The auditor’s report 
to the county council contains all the 
criticism which he found it necessary to 
make on the items in the account before 
him. His confidential communication to 
his superiors merely had reference to the 
manner in which he should examine into 
this exceptional matter. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secre‘ary to the Lord- 
Lieute:ant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, in connection with the print- 
ing contract of the Kerry County Council, 
the auditor, Mr. Cyril R. Browne, was 
made aware that an action was pending 
in the superior Courts ia connection with 
this contract ; and, if so, will he explein 
Why this auditor issued a separate report 
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on this matter a month in advance of his 
general report, and directed that a copy 
be at once given to the plaintiff, so that 
it might reach him in time for the trial ; 
whether he is aware that, when evidence 
was tendered by the county secretary, 
showing the unsatisfactory manner in 
which this contr ctor had discharged 
former printing contracts, the auditor 
feiled to take down this evidence or in- 
clude it in his report, and to make any 
reference in his report to the «ffidavit of 
the county secretary showing the reduc- 
tions in the cost of printing and advertis- 
ing in the different boards of the county 
by the competition recently introduced ; 
whether the auditor submitted this 
evidence to the Local Government Board ; 
and, if so, what action, if any, they will 
take; and whether the auditor in dis- 
puting the contention of the county 
council that printing is not a public work 
has been authorised to do so by the 
Local Government Board. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are not 
accurately stated in the Question. The 
contract before the auditor was for the 
printing for the year 1903-4. That which 
was the subject matter of litigation was 
for the succeeding vear 1904-5. The 
auditor did not issue any separate report 
on the contract before him. Application 
was made to him under the 12th Section 
of the Local Government Act ot 1871, and 
15th Section of the Act of 1902, to annul 
the contract and surcharge all the pay- 
ments made thereunder, on the ground 
that the lowest tender had not been 
accepted and that the county council in 
accepting it had acted mala jide. The 
auditor decided in favour of the county 
council, holding that their conduct was not 
mala fide. He gave that decision in writing 
as he was bound to do under statute. The 
objector was entitled to be made aware of 
his decision and hence the auditor com- 
municated with him. The final payment 
under the contract tor 1905-4 did not 
come before the auditor at all. That 
will be included in the accounts to be 
submitted for the next audit, when the 
evidence referred to will become pertinent, 
and if offered will, if legal, be received 
and considered. Until the next audit the 
Local Government Board have no power 
to interfere in the matter. The auditor 
is bound to determine questions of law 
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raised before him, independently, accord- 
ing to the best of his ability and without 
communication with his superiors, who 
sit as a Court of Appeal on his decision. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Was not 
the auditor’s report used by the plaintiit 
as evidence in an action which arose 
out of the matter ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Irish National School Teachers’ 
Increments. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Arm ‘gh, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state what degree of proficiency is 
necessary in Irish national schools to 
entitle a teacher to an increment within 
the second division of first grade, and 
not obtaining promotion to the first 
division of first grade; and how miny 
teachers whose records were three “goods” 
for the three preceding years have got 
such increments since the introduction of 
the new rules. 


Mr. ATKINSON: In the case of 
teachers in the second division of first 
grade awards of continued good service 
salary are mede triennially to the teachers 
of schools with an average attendance of 
not Jess than fifty pupils, when the work 
done in the school shows merit, and the 
general condition of the school is satisfac- 
tory. Tue Commissioners form their 
judgment of the merit of the work and of 
the condition of the school from the 
reports of their inspectors and the official 
records, Tne Return asked for cannot 
be furnished, as three good reports, 
though forming an important element in 
the circumstances for consideration in 
connection with the award of increments, 
would not nece: sarily secure such award. 


Rent Appeals in County Clare—Scanlon’s 
Case. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Edward Scanlon and his 
son Michael, of Laccaroe, Tulla, county 
Clare, applied to the Land Commission, 
sitting at Ennis in December, 1902, to 
have a fair rent fixed; that the Scanlons 
lodged appeals against the rent fixed ; 
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whether he can say if this appeal is listed 
for hearing by the Land Commission 
about to sit at Ennis on the 21st instant; 
and, if not, can he say what has become 
of them; and, if it should be found tha+ 
their absence from the list is due to any 
mistake on the part of the Land Commis- 
sion, will he see that the tenants con- 
cerned are not put to any further delay 
and loss by direciing that their appeal 
shall be heard at the next sitting of the 
Cominission. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Two applications 
to fix fair rents in respect of portion of 
the lands of Lecarrow, in which Edmond 
Scanlan is described as tenant, and 
Daniel O’Connell as landlord, were 
received by the Land Commission, and 
subsequently listed for hearing before a 
Sub-Commission at Eanis on the 9th 
December, 1902. Orders were made 
fixing judicial rents in these cases on the 
9th May, 1905. Applications to have 
these c ses reheard do not appear to have 
been lodged on behalf of either party. 
Tne case of Michael Scanlon, tenant, 
cannot be traced. 


Marquess of Conyngham’s Clare Estate. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Trelind whether he will 
inquire if appeals lodged by two tenants 
on the M rquess of Conyngham’s, county 
Clare, Estate, named S:ephen Collins and 
Mary Landers, aguinst rents fixed by the 
Sub-Commission, are listed for hearing 
at the coming sitting of the Land Com- 
mission, to be held at Ennis on the 2Ist 
instant; and, if not, can he explain way 
they are not on the list; and will he see 
that they are listed, so as not to put 
those tenants to the loss and inconveni- 
ence of further delay. 


Mr. ATKINSON: In the case of 
Stephen Collins and Mary Landers, 
tenants, Marquess of Conyngham, land- 
lord, in which judicial rents were fixed by 
the Sub-Commission, it does not appear 
that uny notices have been lodged on 
be!.alf of the teaants to have the cases 
reheard before the Land Commission. 
The applications for a rehearing in these 
c.ses, wich appear in the list of fair 
rent appeals to be heard at Enais on the 
21st instant, arise out of the landlord’s 
application for rehearing. 

















Questions. 
Kinvara Harbour. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the County 
Council of Galway have as yet approved 
of the plans of the Board of Works for 
thy improvement of Kinvara Harbour; 
and, if so, what is the cause of the delay 
in having the works commenced at once. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The county council 
have signified their approval of the plans, 
but before the conveyance of the harbour 
froin the present owner can be accepted 
it is necessary that the county council 
should obtain evidence of title, and 
negotiations to this end are pro:ecding. 
It is hoped thit the matter may shortly 
be satisfactorily arranged. 


Mr. DUFFY: In view of the fact 
that money is available and that great 
distress exists in the district, will the 
right hon. Ge itleman make strong repre- 
se itations to the Government in favour 
of the work being put in hand at once ? 


[Tue Answer was inaudible. | 


Civil Service Clerks in the Royal Irish 
Constabulary Office. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutensnt of 
Ireland if he can state the number of 
Civil Service clerks at present e:nployed 
in the office of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary ; has any reduction taken place 
since the force has been gradually re- 
duced ; and, if so, to what extent. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Tie number of 
Civil Service clerks at present employed 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary Office 
is nineteen. No reduction has taken 
place in the number of clerks since the 
reduction of the Constabulary com- 
menced, as there has been no reduction 
in the clerical work to be performed. 


Batiboys Police Barrack. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a petition signed by the 
chairman of petty sessions, who 1s a 
deputy-lieutenant of the county Wick- 
low, by all the magistrites and by rate- 
payers, irrespective of creed or politics, 


* against closing the police barrack at— 
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Batibovs, county Wicklow ; and whether 
it is his intention to accede to the wishes 
of the inhabitants of the dis‘rict in this 
Matter. 


Mr. ATXINSON: Tue petition in 
question has been received. No sufficient 
re-son is shown in it for varying the 
decision to abolish the police station at 
Baltiboys, The district is peaceable, 
and the police requirements of the 
locality can be adequate!y met from the 
adjacent stations, of which there are 
three within a radius of four miles. 


Newport Police Doctor. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Dr. Gill, of Westport, county 
Mavo, who until lately held the position 
of dispensary doctor and surgeon to the 
police at Newport, in the same county, 
w-s asked by the police authorities to 
resign the latter appointment on chang- 
ing his residence to Westport; and can 
he state why he was compelled to give up 
the police appointment. 


Mr. ATXINS IN: I beg to refer the 
hon. Gentleman to the Answer which I 
gave to this Question yesterday. 


Dr. AMBROSE: But why was the 
appointment given to a doctor in West- 
port ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I said yesterday 
that the last holder of the office took the 
post of dispensary doctor at Westport, 
necessituting his daily attendance there, 
and he could not therefore fulfil the 
duties of police surgeon. 


Dr. AMBROSE: Surely it is as im- 
possible for a doctor to do it who lives 
eighteen miles from the police b»rrack ? 


Physical Deterioration Report. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Government will 
refer the Report of the Departmental 
Committee on Physical Deterioration 
to a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons. 


+ See page 36. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): In answer to 
my right hon. friend I have to say that, 
so far as the Report to which he refers 
relates to public elementary schools, a 
Departmental Committee has been ap- 
pointed to obtain precise information as 
to the extent of the evils complained of, 
and I think, in the meanwhile, the course 
he suggests would not be desirable. I 
should like to reserve judgment on that 
until the Departmental Committee has 
reported. 


Questions. 


Str JOHN GORST: Has the Com- 
mittee only just been appointed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It has not 
been appointed long. If the right hon. 
Gentleman will put down that Question 
it shall be answered. 


Reports of the Public Accounts Committee 
and of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General on South African War Ex- 
penditures. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will give an early day for the discussion 
of the Report of the Public Accounts 
(1904) Committee and of the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General on 
South African War Expenditures, issued 
last Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman asks two Questions. One 
relates to the Public Accounts Committee 
of last year, On that 1 do not think I 
can at present add to what have anvaly 
stated. I should certainly yield at once, 
not only willingly but gladly, to a gener- 
ally expressed wish of the House that the 
Report should be taken on one of the 
days allotted to Supply, but I do not 
exactly exclude the idea of taking it 
on an unallotted day; but it is quite 
impossible for me, until I see my way 
much more plainly with regard to general 
business, to give any pledge on the 
subject. With regard to the second half 
of the Question, in my opinion this 
matter of the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General is of a very serious 
character and requires to be thoroughly 
sifted. What the best method of sifting 
it is Ido not at present say. The very 
last thing I desire is that the House 
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should be excluded from any legitimate 
opportunity of probing the matter to 
_ the bottom. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take steps to 
expedite the setting up of the Public 
Accounts Committee, to which reference 
has been made from the Treasury Bench 
as the proper tribunal to deal with this 
Report ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
that properly falls within the functions 
of the Executive Government. In so far 
as I properly and legitimately can, I 
will do everything to meet the views of 
hon. Gentlemen. 


Mr. BLAKE: I would call the right 
hon. Gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury has had a notice on the Paper 
for some time for the setting up of that 
Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA:: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware of the fact that the 
Public Accounts Committee on Army 
Appropriation did not report last year 
until after the House hid risen. Wiil he 
therefore expedite the setting up of the 
Committee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
I am not fully informed of all the 
technicalities of the matter, but I will 
do all I can. 


Alien Immigration. 

Sir HARRY SAMUEL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he is 
now in @ position to inform the House 
when the Bill for the restriction of alien 
immigration will be introduced. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam afraid I 
cannot name a day for the introduction 
of the Bill for the restriction af alien 
immigration, but I hope it will not be a 
late one. 


Juvenile Smokers. 

*CoLonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the number of , 
petitions presented to this House with 
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regard to juvenile smoking ; and whether | 


he will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing legislation on the subject. May I[ 
explain that when I put dowathe Question 
I was not aware that the hoi. Member 
for North Camberwell was introducing 
a Billon thesudject. Perhaps, therefore, 
the right hoi. Gentle naa will only con- 
sider it necessary to rep!y to the first 
part of my Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My attention 
his bee called to the peitions on the 
subject. Ido not kiow that I can with 
advantaze add to that bald statement of 
fact. 


*Wr. THEODORE TAYLOR (La ica- 
shire, Kt .deliite): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman vive facilities for the discussion 
of my hon. friend’s Bill. As it only de-ls 
with juvenile s.noking there is probably 
general agreement in its favour. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not think 
I can promise facilities for a private Bill, 
but if the principle is generally accepted, 
there should be little difficulty in passing 


It. 


It being 2.55, the SpeaKeR proceeded 
to interrupt Quescions. 


South African War Contracts. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
an urgent Question, of which I have given 
him private notice, arising out of an 
Answer which he gave yesterday, viz., 
whether he will state who were the 


contractors who supplied 1,350,816 tins ‘ 


of jxm for South Africa, each containing 
twelve ounces instead of sixteen ounces, 
as per contract ? 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The Question I have had from the 
hon. Gentleman refers to another set of 
contracts. The hon. Member’s Question 
asks for the names of the contractors 
who supplied the emergency rations, 
and the meat and vegetable rations. Is 


that the hon. Member’s present Question ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA: No, Sir. What 
I am asking is for the information 
promised yesterday. 
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*M:. SPEAKER: A Ques‘ion oa the 
Paper, not yet reached, cunnot be 
answered. I understood the hon. 
Member was asking a Question which 
was important, in view of the Army 
Estimates coming on, and of some pledge 
that an An wer shou'd be given to-day. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTE?: I did 
undert .k+ to give an Answer to-day. I 
siw the hon. Member this morning, and 
I understood that he desirel me to 
anticipate the Ques ion on the Paper. I 
will give him this Ans.ver now, and the 
other Answer the moment the Question 
01 the Paper com+s before the House. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I now as‘ for a 
fu'filment of the pledge which the right 
hon. Gentleman gave, viz., that he would 
state the name; of the coatractors in 
respect of the jam sapplied. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As a 
matter of fact, we made no contracts for 
jem. I believe that they were made in 
Australia. I did understand the hon. 
Member to ask me for the names of the 
contractors mentioned in his Question on 
the Paper to-day, and I have the names 
in my hand, end [ will give them to the 
hon. Member. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Well, I will take 


them. 


*Mx. SPEAKER: I hardly follow what 
is going on. [f the right hon, Gentleman 
is proceeding to ask at 3 o’clock a 
Ques‘ion on the Paper which has not 
been reached, thi: will be out of order. 


Dre. MACNAMARA: With — great 
respect, let me explain that I am asking 
for the redeimptioa of a pledge given 
that we should hive 
the names of the contractors in respect 
to the supply of 1,550,816 tins of jam, 
which are alleged to have coatained 
twelve ounces insted of sixteen. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That I understood 
was a Question different to the one on 
the Paper. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Hon. 


Members k:iow well enough that I have 


no desire not te answer any Question 
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that is asked. The hon. Member was 
good enough to see me this morning, and 
he told me that the Question he had put 
down in reply to my suggestion yesterday 
could not come on until Monday. I 
understood that was the Question on 
the Paper to-day, and I have been 
furnished with the particulars. We did 
not, as a matter of fact, give any orders 
with regard to the jam; but if the hon. 
Member desires io ask the Question down 
for Mor day I shall be glad to answer. 


Business of the House 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The Question 
which I put now agrees substantially 
with that which I propose to ask on 
Monday. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If [had been aware 
that the Question the hon. Member was 
putting was already on the Paper for 
Monday I should not have allowed him 
to ask it. The subject cannot be pursued ; 
it is five minutes to three o’clock. 


Str JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): Ona point of order, Sir, yesterday 
the Secretary of State for War promised to 
answer to-day my Question as to who 
were the contractors for the jam supplied 
to the Army in South Africa. I wish to 
ask whether the right hon. Gentleman is 
prepared to answer it now. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It is not 
on the Paper. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I did 
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right hon. Gentleman promised to give 
me an Answer to-day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
discussion cannot proceed. 
NEW BILLS. 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 


“To provide Pensions for the Aged 
Deserving Poor,” presented by Mr, 
Goulding ; supported by Mr. Remnant, 


Mr. Gr ffith Boscawen, Mr. Claude Hay, 
Mr. Forde Ridley, and Mr. Bull; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, April 
14th, and to be printed. [Bill 102.] 


HOME INDUSTRIES BILL. 


‘To provide for the better Regulation 
of Home Industries,” presented by 
Colonel Denny ; supported by Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. Emmott, 
Mr. Fenwick, Sir Michael Shaw-Stewart, 
and Mr. John William Wilson; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, April 
15th end to be printed. [Bill 103.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(SUPPLY, ETC.). 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings on the adjourned debate 
on the Motion relative to Business of the 
House (Supply, ete.), do have precedence 
over the Business of Supply this day.” 
—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271; Noes, 








not put it on the Paper because the 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt HnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHn A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt Hn G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch) 








186, 


AYES. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 





(Division List No, 54.) 


Campbell,Rt Hn J A(Glasgow) 
Campbell, J H M (DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ A (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim, 8 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 














217 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratio D.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir T R (TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dyke, Rt Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton. 
Faber,Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay.Sir RB (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip S( Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn J E (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’mlts 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Gr ham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ry SEdm’nds 
Greene,Henry D (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords, NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 


Business of the House 


| Long, Col. CharlesW( Evesham 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 








{16 Marca 1905} 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon,Hon Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H L W (Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant (YorksNR 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants Fareham) | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Leder, Gerald Walter Erskine 





Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfrieshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir RobertGray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn Wm RobertWellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


(Supply, cc.) 218 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L.  ~ 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,SirHarry S (Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos.Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward TT. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,Abel H (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC (North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Stanley, Rt Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taibot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col Sir CHE H(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt,Hn Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G E (Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton undLy:e 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W H_ (Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, R. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt EC(S Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 
(SUPPLY, ETC.). 
Motion made, and Question put, ‘* That 
the proceedings on the adjourned debate 


Business of the House 








{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Grey, Rt Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F(Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hn.John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 
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(Supply, &c.) 


Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas(W Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn CR (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, Davis: Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ‘Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristol, N. 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J'T (Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 


on the Motion relative to Business of the 


House (Supply, etc.) if under considera- 


tion at Twelve o’clock this night, be not 
interrupted under Standing Order (Sittings 











) 


pea 
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of the House), and may be entered upon 
though opposed.”— 


at any hour, 


Ad. Balfour.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\onew, Sir Andrew Noel 
\llhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

\nson, Sir William Reynell 
\rkwright, John Stanhope 
\rnold-Forster, RtHn Hugh O. 
\rrol, Sir William 

\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn. Sir H. 
Hagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Biin, Colonel James Robert 
S.ird, John George Alexander 
Bulearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds 
Bilfour, Kenneth R (Christch. 
hanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Burry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Birtley, Sir George C. T 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

ousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

‘umpbell, Rt Hn JA (Glasgow 
‘ampbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
‘arson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
‘avendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
‘ayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Ciamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S 
( 
( 
{ 
( 


a a oy fin om Ae 


‘ripps,. Charles Alfred 

‘ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
rossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
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Business of the House 


| Davies,Sir Horatio D (Chatham | 
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| 
(Mr. | 189. 


AYES. 


Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dimsdale,Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. | 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 


| Doughty, Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dyke, Rt. Ha. Sir WilliamHart 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 








| 
| 


| Foster, Philip S 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J (Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, ay William 
(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ ml ts 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D (Wednesbury 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,SirJames (Staffords, NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


[FourtuH Series. ] H 








| 
| 
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(Supply, &c.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 275; Noes, 
(Division List No. 55.) 


Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyoa-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col.W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn. H.L.W.( Mile End) 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks. NR 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel,Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pe nberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 
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Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hn Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coadon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS (Limehouse 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC (North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt Hn JParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Rt Hn. Lord (Lances.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


NOES, 


Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC (SAndrw’sB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,N. ) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt Hn Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayter, Rt Hn Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
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Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty} 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC E,H(Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wiliam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col ACE (Taunton) 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W H (Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall} 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Eenry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hn John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O’Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 
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Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas(WMonm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj. JEB (Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Business of the House 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR (Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (M’rthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
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Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway o 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Fred. W (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJT (Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE | forthwith put the Question that the 





(SUPPLY, ETC.). 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [15th March], ‘‘ That, 
in order to comply with the Law, the 


proceedings necessary to dispose of any | 


Supplementary Estimates and Vote A 
and Vote 1 of the Estimates for the 
Navy, and of the Ways and Means Reso- 
lutions consequential thereon, shall, if not 


previously disposed of, be brought to a | 


conclusion in the manner hereinafter 


mentioned :— 


“At half-past Five of the clock on the 


2lst day of March next, the Chairman | 


shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the Vote then under 
consideration, and shall then forthwith 
put the Question that the total amount 
of the outstanding Votes for the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates be 
sranted for the services defined in those 
Estimates, and shall also forthwith put 
every other Question necessary to dispose 
of those Votes. 


“As soon as the Resolutions so dis- 
posed of are reported to the House, the 
House shall forthwith resolve itself into 
Committee of Ways and Means, and the 
Chairman shall forthwith put every 
Question necessary to dispose of any 
Resolutions proposed in that Committee 


“ At Ten of the clock on the 25rd day 
of March next, the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to 
dispose of the Report of the Resolution 
then under consideration, and shall then 


| House doth agree with the Committee in 
| all Resolutions reported in respect of the 
| Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, 
| and shall then put a like Question on the 
| Resolution reported with respect to the 
Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with 
| respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
| Estimates for the Navy. 


“On the consideration of the Report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the 
Question that the House do agree with 
the Committee in the Resolutions re- 
| ported. 


“And that at half-past Eleven of the 
clock on the 27th day of March next the 
Speaker shall forthwith put any Question 
necessary to dispose of the Second Read- 
ing of the Consolidated Fund Bill; and 
at Seven of the clock on the 30th day of 
March next the Speaker shall forthwith 
put every Question necessary to dispose 
of the Third Reading of that Bill. 


“And that the proceedings on going 
into Supply on the Army Estimates, and 
in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A 
and Vote 1 of those Estimates shall, if 
not previously disposed of, be brought to 
a conclusion in the following manner :— 


| ‘At half-past Six of the clock on the 
28th day of March next, the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the Motion that the 
| Speaker leave the Chair on going into 
| Supply on the Army Estimates, 
H2_, 
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“At half-past Six of the clock on the | 
29th day of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
siry to dispose of Vote A and Vote 1 of 
the Army Estimates in Committee. 


“ At Eleven of the cleck on the 30th 
day of March next, the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to 
dispose of the Report of the Resolutions 
with respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of 
the Army Estimates. 


“Until the Business to which this 
Order relates is concluded the considera- 
tion of the Bus:ness of Supply at any 
Sitting at which Government Business 
has precedence shall not be anticipated 
hy a Motion for Adjournment, and no 
dilatory Motion shall be received on 
proceedings on that Business, and the 
Business shall not be interrupted under 
any Standing Order. 


“Until the Business to which this 
Order relates is concluded no Business 
other than Business of Supply shall be 
taken at any sitting at which Govern- | 
ment Business has precedence.”—(Mr. A. 
J. Balfour.) 


Ques‘ion again proposed. 





Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
rose to move the Amendment standing 
in his name upon the Paper, but he did 
not propose to move it in the exact form 
in which it appeared. He moved to 
leave out “comply with the law” in 
order to insert ‘‘expedite business.” | 
This Amendment really touched the 
foundation upon which the right hon. 
Centleman the Prime Minister rested 
his argument for the extraordinary 
Resolution that the House was now 
considering. The words he proposed 
to delete appeared in the foreground 
of the Resolution, and in his speech 
the right hon. Gentleman had based his 
argument on the legal necessity for 
taking this step. He denied that there 
was any legal necessity in the sense the 
right hon. Gentleman stated it to the 
Hfouse. What was the law with regard 
to the voting of money by March 3lst, 
upon which this Resolution was based ? 
‘o far as the amounts required for the 
present year were concerned, the largest 
and most troublesome items of Supply, 
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the Supplemental Votes for the Army, 
were now through Committee after a 
discussion not too prolonged having 
regard to the amount of the Estimates, 
A great deal had been said about the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates, 
and from what had been said it might be 
thought they amounted to millions and 
were very troublesome to discuss, but asa 
matter of fact they were less than they 
had been for years. They had also been 
partly discussed, and, having regard to the 
debate that had already taken place, the 
Somaliland Vote would not have given 
much trouble, so that there was only 
£25,000 left to deal with. With regard 
to the amounts required ‘for the present 
year, therefore, good progress had been 
made, and there was, so far as they 
were concerned, not the slightest neces- 
sity for this drastic process, What law 
with regard to the finances of the coming 
year compelled this drastic step to be 
taken before March 31st? It appeared 
that it was necessary that the Govern- 
ment should be put in funds on April Ist, 
and that if provision was not made by 
March 31st the Governmert would not 
be in funds. But there was nothing to 
show that the Government could not 
be put in funds by that time by 
the usual procedure under ordinary 
and normal conditions. If there had 
been mismanagement of the business 
of the House, it was quite easy to 
adopt a simple expedient such as a 
Vote on Account or some other expedient 
rather than the drastic procedure pro- 
posed by this Resolution. 
What had happened ? 
Votes were behind for the reason 
that everything connected with the 
Army was in the utmost confusion, 
bat who was to blame for that ? Not 
the Members of that House. They 
had no control whatever over the matter; 
there had been no obstruction or nasty 
questions. They had done everything 
in their power to expedite business. It 
was the Government who were in fault; 
they had kept back the Estimates to a 
late date, and because the Government 
had not fulfilled their duty this drastic 
remedy was said,to be necessary to pass 
the Estimates. Even if some expedient 
was necessary, he submitted a much more 
simple one could be found than one 
which took away the liberties of this 


The Army 
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House. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said the law made this procedure abso- 
lutely necessary, but he had not defined 
exactly what law it was that made this 
particular Resolution necessary. The 
law ought to be as strong as the Resolu- 
tion was drastic, and it ought to be 
urgent. 
out on the previous day by the right 
hon. Gentleman. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said the statute law, the law of 
tradition, and the law of policy made it 
necessary. So far as the statute law 
was concerned no case had been made 


out, and this proceeding was not justified | 


by the law of tradition because in his 
speech the right hon. Gentleman ad- 
mitted that none of his predecessors had 
adopted an expedient of this kind, which 
disposed at once of the law of tradition. 
The tradition of this House was that 
there should be complete freedom of 
speech so far as it was possible, and the 
Resolution of the right hon. Gentleman, 
instead of providing for that, swept awa: 
all the liberties of the House. The real 
reason for moving this Resolution was 
‘0 provide a time-table for the right hon. 
Gentleman’s supporters, so that for the 
next fourteen days they might eat their 
food in comfort and come down to take 
part in a division when required. The 
law of tradition was clearly against the 
right hon. Gentleman. What did he 
mean by the law of policy? Was it his 
own policy of keeping the Government 
in power? No doubt these shifts were 
necessary if the House acknowledged 
that law, but those who sat in opposition 
did not recognise that law, and therefore 
they must ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to justify his Resolution by the statute 
law alone. He begged to move. 


Major SEELY (Isle of Wight) said, 
in venturing to second the Amendment, 
he desired to proceed with the arguments 
le was submitting to the consideration 
cf the right hon. Gentleman the Prime 
Minister on the previous evening. He 
was well aware that on the previois 
evening the right hon, Gentleman had 
stated that money voted for the Navy 
could be usd for Army purposes, and 
money voted for the Army could be used 
for the Navy. In his opinion that was 
undoubtedly a wrong practice, and con- 


trary not only to gcod government but to | 
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the principles of that House ; but, as the 
right hon. Gentleman had pointed out 
on the previous evening, it W.s consistent 
with long usage and had been specifically 
legalised by a special Act. But what 
were the terms ofthat Act? The transfer 
,of money voted for the Navy to the 
Army was sinctioned by the Public 
‘Accounts and Charges Act of 1892, 
Section 2, paragraph |, and it stated— 

“That every sum voted by Parliament may 
be applied towards making good the Supply 
so granted.” 


He ventured to draw attention to those 
words because they had created a doubt 
not only in his mind but in the minds 
of persons better able to form en op n‘on 
than himself on this matter. It seemed 
to him that although it was legal to us 
Naval money for Army purposes, it was 
not legil under this Act to pay for 
““Army food” out of ‘naval pay.” 
If that were true, he would ask the 
House to consider the position in which 
they would be placed if they passed ths 
Resolution. By the Consolidated Fund 
Bill they were going to aliocate to the 
Navy certain money, out of which the > 
could pay the Army provided the Army 
had obtained a Vote authorising th> 
Treasury to pay it. If his contentio. 
were correct, Navy pay could be devo‘ed 
to Navy food or boots, but not to Arms 
food or boots, so that if this Resolutio 1 
was passed they would perfectly justified 
in paying the Army, but it would be 
grossly illegal to feed or clothe them. 
That being so, the Resolution must 
obviously be amended. If the Govern- 
ment accepted the view he had put 
forward, he submitted that the House 
could not, without stultifying itself, pass 
the Resolution as it stood. The case for 
the Amendment was absolutely over- 
whelming. If the Prime Minster cor- 
| tended that in spite of the paragraph in 
'the Public Accounts and Charges Ac‘, 
Navy pay could be used for Army food, 
all the more necessary was it to eliminate 
the words objected to, and so free the 
Army discussion on Vote 1. To tike 
Vote 1 of the Army Estimates without 
proper discussion would be not only 
highly undesirable but grossly unconsti- 
tutional. The reason full discussion was 
particularly asked for on the present 
occasion was that a great change had 
been proposed in the Army—a change 
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which the Secretary of State himself had 
said might be compared with that of Mr. 
Cardwell. But what did Mr. Cardwell 
and his Government allow in the way of 
discussion ? In that year the Army Esti- 
mates were introduced on February 16th. 
It was now March 16th, and the Army 
Estimates were still tocome. After the 
Address in that year no less than ten days 
before March 31st were devoted to the 
discussion of Army Estimates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
does not appear to be addressing himself 
to the Question before the House. 


Mayor SEELY said he was trying to 
show that it had been the universal prac- 
tice to allow the fullest discussion on the 
Army Estimates when great changes were 
proposed. If Mr. Cardwell gave ten full 
days to the Army Estimates, what was 
to be said of a Government who without 
any necessity in law introduced a Resolu- 
tiun curtailing the discussion on the 
Army to fewer hours than Mr. Card- 
well gave days? The Prime Minister 
apparently refused to say whether the 
whole thing was illegal. But even if it 
was not illegal it was wholly unnecessary. 
If money allocated to the Navy could be 
used for any purpose in the Army, and if 
all money going to the Army could be 
allocated to any purpose, why was it 
necessary, in order to comply with the 
law, to take Vote 1? It was necessary 
to take Vote A in order to lay down 
the number of men, but Vote 1, on which 
general questions of policy were generally 
discussed, need not be taken. The Non- 
effective Votes for officers and men, 
mounting to over £3,000,000, would do 
just as well for the pay of the Army. 
Why, then, did the Government refuse 
to adopt a more reasonable procedure ? 
The immemorial practice of the House 
was to govern policy by means of 
Supply. Vote 1, always by far the 
largest Vote, amounted this year to over 
£9,000,000, and the House, when once 
they had passed that Vote, would have 
parted with more than one-third of their 
power. In reality, as Parliament was 
constituted, they would have parted with 
nearly the whole of their power. It was 


true the Prime Minister had promised to 
give an opportunity for full discussion on 
a subsequent date. 


Major Seely. 


He was grateful for 
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the concession, but it would not be the 
same thing as a discussion on Vote |, 
In past years, notably in times of reform, 
the battle had always raged round Vote 
1. If it was wholly unnecessary, in 
order to comply with the law, that the 
Government should closure Vote 1, and 
commit what was almost a Constitutional 
crime, why did they not frankly abandon 
the proposal and agree to take the Non- 
effective Votes? The Government were 
in this dilemma: either it was possible 
for the Treasury to allocate to any portion 
of the Army the money which the House 
granted to the Navy by the Consolidated 
Fund Bill—in which case it was unneces- 
sary to take Vote 1, and the words must 
go—or, in the opinion of Treasury 
experts, the words would likewise have 
to go because the Government would be 
placed in an illegal position by the very 
fact of doing anything but paying the 
Army from March 31st onwards until 
they had passed a new Consolidated Fund 
Bill. The whole Motion had been con- 
ceived in haste, without due consideration 
of what it would do, or the effect it would 
have upon the Army Votes o: the dignity 
of the House. He, therefore, appealed 
to the Prime Minister to reconsider the 
whole question with a view to 
finding a way out of the ¢mpasse in which 
they were undoubtedly involved. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In lines 1 and 2, to leave out the words 
‘comply with the Law,’ and insert the words 
‘expedite business.’ ’’—(.Wr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
thought these words ought to go, because 
at the best they were surplusage and 
really did not mean anything at all. 
There was no law which compelled the 
House to do what the Prime Minister 
wished them to do, while at the worst the 
words pledged the House to approval of 
a practice of which it ought not to 
approve. He did not think the dilemma 
referred to by the hon. Member for the 
Isle of Wight existed, because he had no 
doubt at all as to the perfect legality of 
the course the Government proposed to 
take. The Public Accounts and Charges 
Act had this effect, that money granted 
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by the Consolidated Fund Act for the 
Army might, in certain circumstances, be 
appropriated to Navy purposes. The 
House seemed to have forgotten that for 
six weeks last year the Army and Navy 
were being paid for with money originally 
voted for Civil Service purposes. The 
dodge was to take a large Vote for the 
Civil Service, and the Government 
actually took twenty-three months 
Supply for that service. Because they 
could not get so much for the Army 
and Navy, and in order to avoid 
a second Consolidated Fund Bill, they 
pid the Army and Navy out of 
money voted for Civil Service purposes. 
Money sanetioned by vote of the House 
could only be paid by the Treasury after 
it formed part of the Consolidated Fund. 
That was the Question the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was asked, and he said 
“Ves.” But he was wrong. Once a 
grant had been made by the Consolidated 
Fund Act No. 1, the whole of the fund 
thus created was available for any Vote of 
Supply carried on Report by the House. 
Therefore Army money might be applied 
to Civil Service purposes, because the 
money was thrown into one common 
pool, and it could be used for any Votes 
the House had granted either before or 
after the passing of the Act. The Public 
Accounts Committee had condemned 
this practice, and consequently the Secre- 
tury of State for War made a complete 
change in the form of the Supplementary 
Estimates to carry out the principle laid 
down by the Public Accounts Committee. 
Why should the Government ask the 
House to sanction this tossing of money 
about between one Vote and another ? 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


BaLFouR, Manchester, E.): Do you say | 


it is wrong ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I do 
say it is wrong. As regarded the Army 
and Navy the Government admitted that 
it was wrong,and now, to suit theexigency 
of this particular moment, they were 
asking the House to commit itself to a 
new practice, which, although covered 
by the law, was never intended to be a 
recognised practice. The House never 
mtended to give the Government this 
power, and he challenged the Prime 
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Minister to give them a single case in 
which the Government of the day had 
deliberately done what he was now 
proposing to do now. He challenged 
the right hon. Gentleman to produce a 
single instance in which a Government 
deliberately took money granted for one 
purpose and used it for a totally different 
purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
it would be most convenient to the 
House if he dealt with this question at 
once. He had listened to the speeches, 
and especially to the last speech, which 
had been delivered in favour of the 
Amendment with some surprise. If he 
rightly understood the principles laid 
down by the hon. Member for Dundee— 
which he could not believe had the 
enthusiastic sanction of hon. Members 
opposite—they had been violated, not 
by this Government alone, but by every 
Government. In this respect there was 
nothing suggested by the procedure of 
this year which was not in absolute 
harmony with our financial traditions. 
The Government did not want to change 
the principle of the financial practice or 
even to modify it. It was because they 
wanted to preserve it unmodified that 
this Resolution had become necessary. 
There was really no obscurity as to the 
course they were taking or the course 
which had been habitually taken by their 
predecessors in obedience to the law. 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment admitted that, so far as the 
Supplementary Estimates were concerned, 
the law must take its course. Where, in 
the hon. Member’s opinion, the law did 
not step in was in connection with the 
finance of the year tocome. He did not 
accept that statement, but even if he did 
it would not justify the Amendment, 
because the word “ law” had to come in 
in regard to the finance of the expiring 
year. If the House did not pass this 
Resolution, it would be absolutely im- 
possible by any tolerable means to intro- 
duce the Consolidated Fund Bill on 
Taursday, March 23rd, and *f they did 
not do that the Government would not 
be able to pass that Bill in time to fulfil 
their obligations. Therefore, on that 
account, it was necessary that the word 


“Jaw” should stand. 
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Mr. LOUGH: Why is the 25rd neces- 
sary ? 


Business of the House 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said they had to 
bring in the Consolidated Fund Bill on 
the 23rd because they could not read the 
two stages of a money Bill on the same 
day. The 24th of March was a private 
Members’ day, and on Monday, the 27th 
of March, they would take the Second 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill; 
on Tuesday, March 28th, the Committee 
stage of the same Bill; March 29th, Vote 
A and Vote 1 of the Army Estimates 
in Committee; and on Thursday, the 
20th of March, they could take the Third 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill. 
He was aware that this date was so late 
that it would throw a strain upon the 
office which had to deal with the matter, 
and he hoped it would not be dragged 
in as a precedent. Therefore the word 
“law” was justified and  appropri- 
ate and ought to be retained. He 
now came to what was, perhaps, more 
important, and that was the neces- 
sity of dealing in addition with the 
Supply included in and excluded by the 
Consolidated Fund Bill, that was to say, 
the question of Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Army Estimates. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite seemed to think that never 
before this flagitious Government came 
into office was it usual to use money 
voted in the Consolidated Fund Bill for 
the general purposes of any class wh'ch 
had not been voted. Of course, that 
was not the case. They must have 
means of getting money out of the till at 
the beginning of the next year before | 
they got on with Supply, in order to 
carry on the work of the country. How. 
was that money to be spent on the Army 
unless Vote A was passed? Therefore, 
they must have Vote A. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
only done in a dissolution session. 


It is 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, it is 
done in adissolution session. Therefore, 
obviously, it is appropriate now. He 
was pleased to see that there was no 
quarrel as to the legality of the course 
the Government were pursuing. The 


Consolidated Fund Bill gave them the 
money, they put the money in the till, , 
put they could not spend it on the ser- | 
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vices until they got a Vote in Com- 
mittee. 


Mayor’ SEELY: Can you spend 
money voted for Navy pay on Army 
food ? ae 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR <a‘d they could 
not do so, but they could spend money 
voted by the Consolidated Fund Bill on 
the Army or the Navy if they got a Vote 
in, Committee. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he agreed that they might spend 
the money out of the Consolidated 
Fund upon the Army Votes which had 
been voted, but he wished to point 
out that under this Resolution they 
would vote the Army pay but not any 
other Army Vote, and consequently, 
although they would be able to pay the 
Army they would not be able to feed 
and clothe them. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon 
Gentleman must know that it was not 
only legal but necessary, and not only 
commonly done, but invariably done. 


Mr. McKENNA: Never! Would the 
right hon. Gentleman allow him to ex- 
plain what was commonly done under 
the Appropriation Act? When money 
had been included under the Consolidated 
Fund Act that money might be used for 
any other Vote in connection with the 
Army, but in this case the money had 
not been voted, and they could only use 
the money which hid been voted. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman was quite wrong, and he would 
not get a single Gentleman on the front 
Opposition Bench to say that he was 
right. The money was put into ageneral 
till by the Consolidated Fund Act, and 
they could not put into that till more 
than a certain amount, the total amount 
being determined by the Votes taken. 
When they had got the money in the till 
they could take it out for any purpose 
the House had authorised or voted in 


Supply. 


~ Mr. McKENNA: 
authorised it. 


We have not 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said they were | 
going to authorise it by passing Votes | 
Aand 1. The hon. Gentleman opposite | 
would not get a single authority in or | 
out of the House to accept the view he | 
had stated. Hon. Members seemed to | 
hold that although money had been got by | 
the Consolidated Fund Bill, and although | 
money had been voted for Army purposes | 
by Vote I, they could not use it for any 
other purpose except Vote 1. That was 
an error. Not a_ single Gentleman | 
on the Opposition side of the House | 
who was acquainted with the financial 
business of the House would accept that | 
view. He had endeavoured to deal with 
the Amendment, and he ventured to sug- 
gest that the House might now divide | 
upon it. 


Business of the House 


Mr. McKENNA said he spoke with the 
greatest deference on this point, but he | 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had | 
fallen into a mistake. 


Votes A and 1 of the Army Votes, and | 
having got them in that Act they could 
then use the monies so supplied for pur- | 
poses of the other Votes for the Army. | 
It must be remembered that the money 
had first to be included in the Consolidated 
Fund Act. In this case the Army money | 
was not included in the Consolidated Fund | 
Act. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Con- 
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They included in | 
the Consolidated Fund Act year by year | 


| friend 


deal fairly with 
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What the right hon, Gentleman was now 
endeavouring to do was this: He wanted 
to throw the Appropriation Act and the 
Public Charges and Accounts Act into a 
hotch-potch, and to say that the money 
which was now being properly devoted to 
Army pay could be used for any other 
Vote. He was not justified in doing that. 
Having got his money for Army pay it 
| could not be used for the purpose of any 


| other Vote unless he got it through the 


Consolidated Fund Act. 
not included inthat Act. 


Army pay was 
The right hon. 


' Gentleman had said that there was no 


one on the front Opposition Bench who 
would challenge his interpretation of the 
law. He was perfectly certain that eny 
right hon. Gentleman on his side of the 


| House who gave attention to the matter 


would be bound to come to the same 
conclusion as he had come to, namely, 
that the First Lord of the Treasury, under 
the proposal which he now asked the 
House to carry, would be enabled to pay 
the Army, but not to feed and clothe 1. 
That was the first point. His hon. 
had put the second point. 
Why not take other Votes which 
were not controversial? He was sure 
the right hon. Gentleman meant to 
the House. He had 
stated over and over again that he did 
not wish to avoid discussion on the Army, 
but was it equally true that those who 
advised him on behalf of the War Office 
were as anxious to have discussion as Le 
'was? He said he was going to give a 


The 





solidated Fund Act did not appropriate 
day for the discussion of the Army. 


at all. It was a perfectly neutral Act, 
and as long as they had got the money | right hon. Gentleman was now admittedly 
there, all they required was the right to| withdrawing from discussion by th» 
take it out. Committee of the House Vote 1, and pre- 
| venting the House from coming to a 
Mr. McKENNA said he was dealing | judgment in detail upon every point 
with the Appropriation Act of 1874, which | open to criticism in the new Army scheme 
was renewed every year. Oncethemoney | as it arose in Committee. It was not 
had been included in the Consolidated | sufficient to tell the House that a day 
Fund Act for any service, that money | would be given thereafter for a singl» 
might be used for any particular Vote. | debate. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
In this case Army Vote 1 had not been | man, in dealing with the House now, 
included in the Consolidated Fund Act, | either to drop the provision relating to 
and the right hon. Gentleman had to go | the Army altogether, or if he still thought 
back on the Public Charges and Accounts | it necessary to take out Vote 1 and 
Act of 1891. Under that Act he was | insert Votes 14 and 15. 
enabled to use any money included in the | —_— 
Consolidated Fund Act for any purpose; Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said this 
which had been voted, but the purpose | was a very technical discussion, and, he 
must be voted. The Public Charges and | thought, a very instructive one. He 
Accounts Act was clear on that point.| would like to say how it struck him. 
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The Prime Minister’s Resolution was pre- 
faced with the words, “ In order to comply 
with the law.” Strictly speaking, there 
was no law at all. There was nothing 
but usage that regulated this matter. 
The case as regarded the law was that 
they could not pay for any public service 
until they had a Vote in Supply. Then 
they had a Vote in Committee of Ways 
and Means, and then the Consolidated 
Fund Act, which authorised the issue out 
of the Consolidated Fund of the money 
originally voted in Committee of Supply. 
They could not pay away a halfpenny of 
public funds until that process had been 
gone through. It was perfectly true, as 
the First Lord of the Treasury had said, 
that in the first Consolidated Fund Act 
of the session there was no appropriation. 
All that Act did as regarded the coming 
year was to authorise the payment out 
of the Consolidated Fund of a fixed 
amount, and, according to almost invari- 
able practice, that amount included the 
Vote on account for the Civil Service, 
Vote 1 for the Navy, and Vote 1 (pay) 
for the Army. He did not believe there 
was a Single instance in which the first 
Consolidated Fund Act of the session had 
not included a sum voted for the Army. 
In 1889 a Consolidated Fund Act was 
passed on March 29th, and a second Con- 
solidated Fund Act was passed on April 
Ist. The reason was that the Army Vote 
had not been prepared in time for the 
Consolidated Fund Act, which had to be 
passed before March 31st, and so punc- 
tilious were the Conservative Government 
of that day that they actually went to 
the trouble of passing a second Consoli- 
dated Fund Act two days later in order 
to provide for the pay of the Army. The 
customary practice of Parliament in 
relation to this matter was not being 
followed, but was being violated. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E,) said 
he would like to point out another diffi- 
culty the right hon. Gentleman would get 
into if he retained the words proposed to 
be omitted.. What was really the practice 
and intention of Parliament with re- 
gard to the Consolidated Fund? They 
required first of all to get the Votes in 
Supply. These must be reported to 
the House. After that there was 


Committee of Ways and Means and 
then they got the (Monsolidated Fund 


Mr. Asquith. 
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'Act. Tf the right hon. Gentleman 
retained these words he must insert 
Votes A and 1 of the Army as well. The 
right hon. Gentleman was proposing to 
omit the Army Votes from two stages— 
the Ways and Means stage and 
the Consolidated Act. Sub-section 1] 
of Clause 2 of the Act of 1891, 
showed that the intention of Parliament 
was that the Army Vote, or whatever the 
purposes might be for which money was 
to be granted, must be in the Consoli- 
dated Fund Bill No.1. That was not so 
in the present case, and even if he were 
incorrect in regard to the law of the 
matter he thought there could be no 
question as to the intention of Parliament. 
If the right hon. Gentleman wished to 
conform to the law, he must add to the 
Navy Estimates the Army Estimates. 
The safer course for the right hon. 
Gentleman would be to drop the words 
proposed to be left out, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Oarnarvon 
Boroughs) said he did not agree with the 
suggestion that the words “in order to 
comply with the law” were 1st import- 
ant. After all, this was the sole justifi- 
cation the Prime Minister had put forward 
for the Resolution. It turned out that not 
only did this not enable him to comply 
with the law but he would actually be 
breaking the law in regard to the Army 
Estimates. It was well that this should 
be emphasised again. Every vear up to 
the present, as he understood, Vote 1 of 
the Army Estimates had been included 
in the Consolidated Fund Bill, which was 
carried before March 5lst. That enabled 
the Treasury to use money which had 
been allccated by the House of Commons 
for pay for any other purpose connected 
with the Army. The Government for the 
first time were departing from that pre- 
cedent. They were not going to insert the 
Army Vote in the Consolidated Fund Bill. 
What was the situation? If Vote 1 for 
the Army were not included the Govern- 
ment would be breaking the law if they 
used money for the Army. The Resolu- 
tion was not to enable the Government 
to comply with the law, but to break it. 
If the Government expended a penny of 
the money voted under this Motion they 
would be breaking the law. It was per- 
fectly clear that the Prime Minister had 
not adequately considered the matter, or 
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the difference between the Act of 1874 
and the Public Accounts Act. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer or the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury ought to ex- 
plain the matter. The House was en- 
titled to an explanation. Last session 
the Government used the Vote on 
Account for the Civil Service for the 
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purposes of the Army. That was 
breaking the law. Now they posed 
under a_ different attitude. Last 


year they were a defaulting authority ; 
this year they posed as law-abiding 
citizens. Their object this year was the 
same as last year; it was to avoid 
discussion on the Army. He would ask 
the Attorney-General whether, unless 
Vote { were included in the Consolidated 
Fund Bill, the Government would be en- 
titled to use the money for the purposes 
of the Army. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
ROBERT Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that there was no difficulty whatever 
about the matter. All the anxiety dis- 
played by hon. Gentlemen proceeded 
from a mistaken idea that the Consolidated 
Fund Bill was an Appropriation Bill. The 
Consolidated Fund Bill was a Bill for 
granting certain sums for Supply; and 
the sums so granted might be applied to 
any purpose for which the House of 
Commons granted them. For the purpose 
of passing the Consolidated Fund Act it 
had always been usual to have Votes 
passed through all their stages, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to the sum given 
under the Act. 


*Mr. McCRAE said that the whole 
point was whether the grant included 
Ways and Means. 


Srr ROBERT FINLAY said he thought 
the hon. Gentleman was confusing the 
matter, if he would allow him to say so. 
A certain sum was authorised for Supply 
generally but not for any particular 
heads of Supply. No one disputed that 
in order to comply with the law the 
Supplementary Estimates should be 
passed by March 31st; and that, 
according to immemorial practice, before 
the House passed the Consolidated Fund 
Bill they should get Votes through all 
their stages equal to the amount in the 
Bill. But the money was not appropriated 
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to any particular purpose at all; and 
might be applied to any purpose. All 
that was required for the purpose of 
making perfectly lawful the application of 
money to the Army was that Army Votes 
A and 1 should be passed. The amount 
in the Act was not appropriated in any 
way ; and might be applied to the Civil 
Service, the Army, or the Navy. There 
would, of course, be an opportunity for 
the fullest discussion in regard to the 
Army as had been promised by the 
Prime Minister. 


Mr. McKENNA asked why it was 
necessary to include any Army Vote at 
all before March 31st. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the 
reason was that otherwise there would 
be no authority for the . application 
to the Army of any part of the sum 
authorised by the Consolidated Fund 
Act. A Vote in the House formed 
the preamble to the Consolidated Fund 
Bill. He could not really accept the 
suggestion that the intention of the 
Government was to avoid discussion on 
the Army. It was nothing of the kind. 
The Prime Minister had promised an 
ample opportunity. The Consolidated 
Fund Bill was not an Appropriation Bill, 
and the money authorised by it could be 
applied to any Supply purpose. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
he thought that the Prime Minister 
now realised that it would be better if 
the words objected to were omitted. 
It had been acknowledged that the course 
adopted by the Government was most un- 
usual and absolutely without preceden‘. 
It had been the invariable practice to 
include in the Consolidated Fund No. 1 
Bill an aggregate sum for the Civil 
Service, the Navy, and the Army; and 
this was the first attempt to depart 
from it. The present proposal was that 
after the Consolidated Fund Bill had 
been passed through all its stages the 
House should be asked to pass two most 
important Army Votes. That was a 
highly irregular proceeding. The Prime 
Minister stated that he did not wish to 
hinder or restrict the opportunities of 
hon. Gentlemen for the discussion of 
the Army Estimates; but according to 
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constitutional practice the best oppor- 
tunity the House could have was on 
Vote 1. Why should they not agree to 
a short discussion on this Motion, and 
avoid the feeling of re entment that 
would be likely to arise from it; 
and include instead of Vote 1, Votes 14 
and 15, which would give the Prime 
Minister something over £3,000,000 with 
which he could carry on the Army after | 
April Ist. If that course were adopted | 
it would meet with the general wishes of | 
the House, would facilitate the progress 
of the Resolution,and enable the right hon. 

Gentleman to fulfil the promise he had | 

made to the House, that it should not | 
be deprived, in any degree, of an oppor- 
tunity of fully discussing the new Army | 
scheme, 








| 

Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said | 
he desired to support the Amend- 
ment, and also the request which his | 
hon. friend had addressed to the| 
Prime Minister. The subject was a/ 
very difficult one; and he was not | 
surprised that the Government hed | 
got into difficulties in connection with | 
it. It was perfectly clear that the | 
Government were on the horns of a| 
dilemma. The arguments which had | 
been advanced from the Treasury Bench | 
were mutally destructive. What wun 
the two conflicting proposit:ons? His | 
hon. friend the Member for North | 
Monmouthshire, in a singularly clear and | 
lucid speech, showed what the law on the | 
subject was. The Prime Minister in his | 
speech showed what the practice was; | 
and it was quite clear that the practice 
was at complete, or, at any rate, con- 
siderable variance, with the strict 
letter of the law. Jf that were so, 
the main, in fact the sole, contention 
of the Prime Minister for this revolu- 
tionary procedure fell to the ground. 
Tae Prime Minister said that the law had 
not been broken, and no doubt he had a 
large array of legal opinion behind him in 
support of that contention. Well, assum- 
ing that the Prime Minister was correct, 
ind that the law had not been broken. 
Why? Because when money was voted 
under the Consolidated Fund Bill it 
passed into the national till, and might 
be handed out according to the Votes 
apportioned in the House. It did not 


matter by what Vote money was passed 
Mr. Buchanan, 
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into the national till. It was not neces- 
sary to fill the till by means of Vote 1. 
The Government might take a smaller 
Vote, which, though it might not give the 
Government so much to go on with, 
would give sufficient, and it would 
preserve for the House of Commons 4 
greater measure of control. Apart from 
that, however, Vote 1 was a more con- 
venient Vote on which to discuss thie 
Army scheme than the Vote for the 
| salary of the Secretary of State. He 
| sugested that the right hon. Gentleman 
should meet the Opposition by taking 
Votes 14 and 15 or Vote 7 instead of 
Vote 1, with which, in present circum- 
stances, the House did not wish to part 
on account of its convenience as a basis 
for the general discussion they desired. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


| (Stirling Burgh;) said if the right hon. 


Gentleman would allow him to tender 
advice, which was abs >lutely disinterested, 
although the right hon. Gen ‘leman might 
not think so, he would appeal to him 
to accede to the request of hon. Members 
interested in Atmy questions, and who 
were desirous not to part with Vote 1 unt.l 
that full discussion which every hon. 
Member desired had taken place. /t 
had been the habit for many years to 
take the discussion cn general Army 
topics on Vote 1, although it was some- 
times taken on the number of men, and, 
by egreement afterwards, if the debate 
was not exhausted, it might be arranged 
that there should be a discussion on 
some other Vote. But this was no 
a case of that kind. The matters to 
be dealt with on this occasion were 
so serious that the whole question 
could not be discussed with satisfac- 
tion to the Hovse upon any Vote 
except Vote 1. There was something 
inspiriting in discussing a great question 
like the condition of the Army on Vot» 
1, which was the pay of the men of the 
Army. It made a more satisfactory, 
more real, impression upon the House 
than would be made if such a discussion 
was entered into with the knowledge 
that this Vote was passed and gone alto- 
gether from the control of the House. Ii! 
this discussion were put upon some small 
Vote it would be reduced to the limits of 
a purely academic discussion which would 
not have the same reality that it would 
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have if it had taken place on Vote 1. 
This feeling wasa reasonableone. What 
reason was there why Votes 14 and 15 
should not be substituted for Vote 1, 
which could be left for the great battle 
to which they were all looking forward. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said they were 
all glad to see the right hon. Gentleman 
b.ck. His appeal did no: appear to be 
relevant to the Amendment before the 
House, which challenged the accuracy of 
the Government’s view of the law. If 
the House would consent to part with 
that Amendment, the Government would 
discuss the other point as to the way in 
which money was to be obtained for the 
Army. He did not wish to throw out 
hopes that he would yield on that point, 
wich he had not had time to consider. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) submitted 
that what the Prime Minister had said 
wis a complete justification for the 
Amendment, for he had _ promised 
further consideration as to whether it 
wis necessary in order to comply with 
the law that Vote 1 should be taken. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR said he was 
perfectly certain it was not necessary in 
order to comply with the law that Vote 1 
should be taken. The general object of 
the Resolution was to enable the law to 
be carried out, and that was the purpose 
expressed in the words to which objection 
w.s taken. 


Mr. WHITLEY suggested that the 
words “ comply with the law” governed 
each and every item of the succeeding 
cliuses, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. WHITLEY: The right hon. 
(ntleman now practically admits that 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the con- 
trary, I have made two speeches to show 
that they are absolutely justified. 


Mr. WHITLEY contended that if the 
substitution of Votes 14 and 15 of the 
Army Estimates for Vote 1 in the Resolu- 
tion would equally comply with the law, 
h’s hon. friend had proved his case and 
the words were unnecessary. Why did 
the right hon, Gentleman persist in 
wasting time by refusing to with- 
draw words which were incorrect and 
not essential to the Motion. The 
words were really a part of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s introductory speech, 
and were ins:rted to put the Motion 
on the high plane of compliance 
with the law, whereas the debate had 
shown that it could claim no such 
justification. The Prime Minister had 
not been able to quote the law which 
required to be thus complied with, and yet 
he would not withdraw these words and 
allow the House to get to the really 
operative part of the Motion. The 
Attorney-General would doubtless agree 
that what he (the hon. Member) had said 
was quite correct. 


Stzk ROBERT FINLAY: No, I do 
not. 

Mr. WHITLEY asked whether the 
Attorney-General did not admit that 


the substitution of Votes 14 and 15 would 
meet the requirements without taking 
Vote 1. (After a pause)—The hon. and 
learned Gentleman did not deny it. It 
obviously followed that the words were 
pure surplusage, and he protested against 
the House being forced solemnly to 
register something not strictly true. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 242: Noes, 


the words are not strictly true. 185. (Division List No. 56). 
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M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Rt Hon.J.( Montrose) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, Conor, (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 
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Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee} 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitfe} 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. } 
Thomas, D. A. (Methyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.)} 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan} 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, G. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur W. (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N. } 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Lough and Major Seely. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) said | without that care which they might 
it had been made perfectly clear that | reasonably expect from the Govern- 
this Resolution had been rushed forward | ment when they were setting up a pre- 


by the Government, and an effort was! cedent for the future. 


One thing was 


being made to pass it through the House ' clear, and it was that the Resolution 
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as it stood would allow the Government 
to introduce any number of additional 
Supplementary Estimates besides those 
already presented to the House. Was 
that the intention of the Government. 
Did they want power to introduce any 
Supplementary Estimates about which 
the House had heard nothing, and which 
might cover one of the most important 
points of policy at the present time? If 
that were so, it was the duty of the Oppo- 
sition to oppose the Resolution to the ut- 
most of their power. This proposal would 
give the Government power to deal with 
what might be unpopular questions to 
them, but questions which ought to 
he brought before the House at the 
proper time and in a proper way. His 
Amendment limited the operation of 
the Resolution to the Supplementary 
Estimates now before the House. If 
that was the intention of the Govern- 
ment then they could have no objection 
to the Amendment. He thought they 
ought to strongly protest against the con- 
tinuous practice of bringing forward these 
Estimates. The fact that Supplementary 
Estimates were brought forward at all 
was due to want of foresight, miscaleula- 
tions, and biunders in the policy of 
the Government. The most important 
were two gigantic blunders, one in regard 
to the expenses in the Whitaker Wright 
cise, which was a miscalculation on the 
part of the Law Officers of the Crown ; 
and the other was the compensation paid 
to Adolph Beck. The Amendment he 
proposed was a narrow one, and simply 
raised the question of what might be pre- 
sented to the House, and he hoped the 
Government would accept it. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In line 2, to leave out the word ‘any,’ 
in order to insert the word ‘the.’ ”? — (Jr. 
Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘any’ stand part of the Question.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY hoped the 
House would not accept this Amend- 
ment. it was not necessary to occupy 
time in discussing it. The hon. Gentle- 
man had asked whether there would 
be any other Supplementary Estimates 
bevond those already before the House. 
He should say that it 
inconceivable 


Mr. Dalzie. 


Vas 
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almost | 
that there would be. ment would introduce any fresh ones 


| 


| 
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The Resolution stated that in order to 
comply with the law it was necessary 
that the Supplementary Estimates should 
be disposed of before March 51st. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was surprised 
that the hon. and learned Gentleman 
could not accept the Amendment, for he 
had admitted that under the words as 
they stood it would be possible to intro- 
duce a new Supplementary Estimate for, 
say, £500,000 on the day when the guillo- 
tine was to fall, and to pass it without a 
single word of discussion. The state- 
ment of the Attorney-General justified 
the Amendment. It was a revelation to 
find that the Government went so far as 
to claim power to introduce fresh Esti- 
mates which were not now within the 
purview of the House, and to rush them 
through under the powers conferred by 
this guillotine Resolution. This was a 
weapon which was going to be used again, 
and the statement that it was not prc+ 
bable that a new Estimate would be pre- 
duced this year did not remove the ob- 
jection to the proposal. 


Me. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that 
he was inclined to believe after hearing 
the Attorney-General that the Govera- 
ment had two or three more Supplemei- 
tary Estimates up their sleeve, which 
they meant to spring on the House. He 
did not think the House should be placed 
in a position which made it possible for 
Supplementary Estimates to be brought 
in and passed without any discussion, 
but that was the position in which it 
would be placed by this Resolution. 
There was now only a fortnight to run of 
the current financial year, and the Govern- 
ment ought now to know exactly what 
Supplementary Estimates were required 
to cover the expenditure of the vear. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said that there was a question 
of principle involved here which merited 
attention. The Attorney-General had 
said that if any further Supplementary 
Estimates were introduced they must be 
passed by 31st March. The object of 
the Amendment was to prevent any new 
Supplementary Estimates being intro- 
duced at all under the operation of the 


|closure. The statement that it was 
almost inconceivable that the Govern- 
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was a weak argument for refusing to 
accept the Amendment. In order to 
protest against a precedent being set 
which would govern future cases, 
he hoped the Amendment would be 
pressed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said this was 
a very extraordinary proposal. The 
Government must know what Supple- 
mentary Estimates they required. The 
First Lord of the Treasury might not 
know, but there (pointing to the Finan- 
cial Secretary of the Treasury) was the 
Gentleman who knew. It was a remark- 
able thing that when they were discussing 
matters which came under the head of 
his Department he should be always 
absent. Why he was always absent he 
was at a loss to understand. Was it that 
he did not feel equal to giving a proper 


* account of his Department? [Cries of 


““Oh,”] Well, what other reason could 
there be 2? The Prime Minister did not 
know what Estimates were to be brought 
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of leading a great Party, and he presided 
over the deliberations of the National 
Defence Committee. Did the Prime 
Minister give a pledge that no new Sup- 
plementary Estimates would be in- 
troduced ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Then, would not 
the right hon. Gentleman accept the 
Amendment ? Some hon. Members had 
doubts which the Attorney-General had 
been quite unable to remove. The learned 
Gentleman said it was “almost incon- 
ceivable ” that any other Supplementary 
Estimate would be introduced. That left 
a very considerable door open. They 
were doing something now which a week 
ago they should have thought almost 
inconceivable. 


Question put. 





forward. 
know. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon A.J.(Manch’r.) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


VOL. CXLIII. 


No one would expect him to 
He was engrossed in the labours 








181. 
AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.Mane’r 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 57.) 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.( Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. Ht. 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.( Wednesbury 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey,Rt.Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof (L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’ th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sit James (Staffords.,N. 
Helder, Augustus 
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Henderson,Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,Rt Hn H(Somers’tE. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant Yorks. NR 
Lee, ArthurH. Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt.Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Hary Hananel 

Martin, Richard, Bidduplh 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E (Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W. J. H Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hon.Sir FrederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ractliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston’ 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M.( Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt E CS.A’dr’ w’sB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
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Samuel, Sir Harry S. Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt. Hn.J Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs, 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth} 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Vincent,Col Sir C. E.H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A. C. E Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander (L’n’rk,N.E 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Cc.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Liecester 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David BrynmorSwansea 
Jones, Leif, (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney‘ John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P.J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildace, N. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.} 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert F 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, Sir J T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


‘TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Dalziel and Mr. J. H. 
Whitley. 





*Mr. SPEAKER called upon Mr. Black 
to move the Amendment standing n his 
name. To leave out “and Vote A and 
Vote 1 of the Estimates for the Navy.” 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he would 
make bold to move the Amendment 
on behalf of the hon. Member with 
the alteration that it read “and 
Vote 1 of the Estimates of the Navy. 
His reason for discriminating between 
Vote A and Vote 1 was that Vote A 
fixed the number of men in the Navy, 
and it was necessary for the Government 
to have that Vote. Vote 1 came under 
the agreement established by the hon. 
Member for Monmouth (Mr. McKenna), 
in regard to the Army, which had been 
pressed on the Leader of the House by 
the Leader of the Opposition. He would 
suggest that they should leave out Vote 
1 and insert some other Navy Vote. 





Amendment proposed— 

“Inline 3, to leave out the words ‘and 
Vote 1.’ ”—( Mr. Churchill.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
‘and Vote 1’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said he hoped that the 
Government would give an ordinary 
courtesy to this Amendment. The sug- 
gestion was of some _ importance, 
because it was necessary for further 
information to be given before power 
was granted by the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could not 
suppose that the hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
posal was to be taken seriously. If this 
Amendment were to be accepted the 
public service would seriously suffer. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 251 ; Noes, 
178. (Division List No. 58.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
| Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn. HughO 


| Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. HonSirH. 
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Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John Gecrge 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain, Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L.(Down, North) 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. ) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon SirJoseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brockleburst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
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Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G.H. 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, -Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans- (T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’ nds) 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thos. F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Midd’x 
Mamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames(StaffordsN.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,RtHnH (Somers’t,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph(Monm th 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS( Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt. Hn.J. Parker( Lanark 
Smith. Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hon.Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley, (Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Douglas,Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt. E.C.(SAndrw’sB’gh 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
F SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
fvelawney 
harles 


vexander( Lanark,NE 

Michael Joseph 
ivoter, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. He. bertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
(rey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
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Welby, Sir CharlesG.E. (Notts.) | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Ly ne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks) 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, Georg? 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJose ph: F( Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M'Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 





| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart; 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander K 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John C athcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth)} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’rsf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs—Mr 
Churchill and Mr. Dalziel. 
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Mr. WHITLEY moved to leave out 
in line 5 all words after “disposed of ” 
and to insert in their place, “not be 
interrupted under any Standing Order 
of the House.” His object was to do 
away with the guillotine, and to substi- 
tute for it the ordinary methods em- 
ployed by other Ministers who had 
experienced difficulty in getting through 
the business of the financial year, viz. :— 
by moving the suspension of the twelve 
o’clock rule. He ventured to assert that 
the First Lord of the Treasury had shown 
no case for the application of this new 
weapon, and he would suggest that they 
should try the old customs of the House 
before they trusted the First Lord of 
the Treasury or his successors with the 
weapon contained in the Motion. They 
were prepared to sacrifice their time 
and leisure in order to consider the 
business of the country, and if the 
Prime Minister refused that offer, it 
followed that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Resolution was designed with the utmost 
care to safeguard both the after-lunch 
siesta and the after-dinner siesta of his 
supporters. The House would agree 
that the suspension of the twelve o’clock 
rule would be amply sufficient to perform 
the work. 


Business of the House 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 5, to leave out from the word ‘of,’ 
to the end of the Question, in order to insert 
the words ‘not be interrupted under any 
Standing Order of the House.’ ’’—(.Vr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
to the word ‘ Five,’ in line 6, stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman apparently desired to obtain a 
series of all-night sittings, and he had sug- 
gested, towards the end of his speech, 
that with a little tact the business could 
have been got through. He did not claim 
to have the powers of management 
attributed to him, but he was afraid 
that whatever powers of persuasion he 
possessed, however silvern might be his 
tongue, and even if he were a perfect 
Orpheus in bringing stocks and stones 
to follow his advice, he would fail to 
carry out the benevolent suggestion of 
the hon. Gentleman. The Amend- 


ment was recommended on the ground 
that it followed the old traditions of 
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the House. It did not. The old 
tradition was that whenever there 


was a difficulty with public business 
the first thing to be sacrificed was the 
rights of private Members; and before 
the Government could suspend the 
twelve o’clock rule now, they must take 
away the Tuesday and Wednesday 
evenings and the Fridays. That would 
be a bad precedent which he did not mean 
to follow. Even if the twelve o’clock rule 
were suspended, he did not think the 
measure would be sufficient to enable the 
law to be complied with. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said the Amend- 
ment opened up a very large question, in 
fact the whole question of the Supply 
rules as they appeared upon the Paper. 
He, therefore, desired to join in the 
chorus of condemnation which had 
proceeded from the Liberal side of the 
House, a chorus which, when these rules 
were made public, would be taken up 
through the whole length and breadth of 
the land. This new suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to him to 
be a complete illustration of the old 
proverb, “bad workmen have a tend- 
ency to complain of their tools.” He 
was not surprised at the action of 
the right hon. Gentleman. It was 
typical of his whole character in the 
Leadership of the House. The Hevse, 
no doubt, had got into a difficulty; 
but how had they got into it? Why 
was it necessary to resort to this drastic 
procedure to carry the Estimates and 
obtain supplies before the end of March ! 
There was no reason. He had sat in the 
House for some years, and they had all 
recognised the necessity of all - night 
sittings when impasses of this kind had 
arisen in the business of the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman, in his opinion, was 
not warranted in moving such a Resolu- 
tion at the present time. The right hon. 
Gentleman should have given consider- 
able notice; he should have disclosed 
his intentions and taken the House into 
his confidence, and have seen whether the 
House was not willing to grant him 
supplies. He should have tried the 
effect of one or two all-night sittings 
before resorting to such procedure as this. 
The right hon. Gentleman was driving 
the House in this matter, and he did not 
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think that the right hon. Gentleman or 
any other Leader of the House would find 
such methods effective. He hoped even 
now the right hon. Gentleman, on further 
consideration, would permit the House 
to revert to the old plan of all-night 
sittings. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said he also desired to sup- 
port the Amendment. He could assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that he was 
no fonder of all-night sittings than the 
right hon. Gentleman, but he thought it 
was very much better to have all-night 
sittings, if necessary, rather than to agree 
to this procedure. The House, no doubt, 
was in a difficulty, but the Prime Minister 
was responsible for it. If the advice 
given by his right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition had been followed, and 
a Select Committee of the House had 
been formed to consider their rules and 
procedure, they would have got through 
this business in a much better way than 
under the new rules, which every old 
Member cordially detested. He should 
most certainly support the Amendment. 


Mr. CHURCHILL readily acknow- 
ledged that the Prime Minister was 
watching the debate with an attention 
the more noticeable because exceptionally 
unusual. All who had followed the 
course of the discussion would admit that 
in consequence of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s presence they had made more 
tapid progress than they otherwise would 
have done, and there was no reason 
at all why the Prime Minister should 
underrate the advantage of that tact 
and management of which he had spoken 
in unnecessarily modest terms. But 
the right hon. Gentleman was under a 
misapprehension in thinking that the 
supporters of the Amendment desired to 
take away the rights of private Members. 
Nothing was further from their wishes, 
or, he ventured to say, from the wishes 
of the Prime Minister himself, inasmuch 
as there were three fiscal Resolutions 
down, and the right hon. Gentleman 
would not wish to do anything to pre- 
vent their being discussed, especially 
as resort to the previous Question was 
always open to him. The proposal of 
his hon. friend was that the House 
should sit up, and while he would not 
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prophesy that by half-a-dozen sittings 
until three or four o’clock they would 
dispose of the work before them, it was 
at all events a plan worth trying. They 
were not entitled to mutilate the pro- 
cedure of the House of Commons for 
their own convenience. It might be 
that the present position of public 
business was so grave that exceptional 
and extraordinary measures were neces- 
sary, but they ought not to be ready on 
every occasion to get out of their difficul- 
ties by cutting a path through the 
rules of the House of Commons before 
they had tried the experiment of 
subjecting themselves to some little 
inconvenience and discomfort. The 
declaration of the Prime Minister as to 
the ability of his supporters to attend 
regularly through all-night sittings re- 
moved one of the principal objections to 
the Amendment, because it had been 
understood that the great difficulty was 
to get hon. Gentlemen opposite to attend. 
If the right hon. Gentleman had the con- 
fidence he professed, why did he not 
show it by adopting the Amendment ? 
Many objections could be urged against 
all-night sittings, but the ancestors of 
present Members had not been afraid 
to subject themselves to considerable 
strain and exertion in the interests of 
public and free discussion. When Parlia- 
ment was engaged in the prosecution of 
John Wilkes no fewer than twenty-three 
divisions were taken in one all-night 
sitting, and Mr. Burke, in his Memorials 
and Letters, made a special point of his 
pride at having sat up all night to 
oppose so iniquitous an Administration. 
It would be very uncomplimentary to 
attempt to draw any parallel between 
the Prime Minister and the Duke of 
Grafton, but it was the fact that the 
present Administration, like that of the 
Duke of Grafton, possessed a servile 
majority within the walls of Parliament, 
while destitute of the confidence of the 
country outside. He hoped the Amend- 
ment would be pressed to a division, 
because it would show that they would 
rather inflict upon the present temporary 
occupants of that House physical and 
mental exertion, and even suffering, 
than injure the great institution of 
which, for the time being, they were the 
humble and possibly unworthy Members. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) _ said 
that while the last thing his hon. 
friend desired was to interfere with 
the mghts of private Members on 
Tuesdays and Wednesdays, the Amend- 
ment, as worded, appeared to apply 
to those days, and he suggested that 
it should be altered so as to read, 
“shall not be interrupted under Stand- 
ing Order 1.” As to the recent all- 
night sittings, he had sat through them 
all, and his recollections of them were 
far from unpleasant. In many cases, 
the discussions up to three o’clock in 
the morning were by no means bad; 
they went into great detail, the criticism 
was of a high order, and most important 
matters were dealt with long after mid- 
night. He was not in general an advo- 
cate of late sittings, but the Government 
were in a serious difficulty as to procedure, 


Business of the House 


{COMMONS} 








268 


from which the proper way of escape 
was, not to ride roughshod through the 
Standing Orders of the House, but to 
put Members to a certain amount of 
discomfort so that the necessary business 
might be got through. Physical dis- 
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comfort was much less serious than 
the curbing of free discussion, and 
instead of embarking on _ elaborate 


machinery, which was detrimental to 
the best interests of the House, the right 
hon. Gentleman should ask the House 
to submit to a certain amount of hard 
work, if necessary, at uncomfortable 
hours. 


- Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 271 ; Noes, 
183. (Division List No. 59.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson. Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster Rt.Hn HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, R.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Burdett Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell.J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain Rt Hn.J.A (Worc. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar Sir T. R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt.Hn.Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
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FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
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Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
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Houston, Robert Paterson 
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Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.'T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
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Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, R. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
3Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
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Montagu, Hn. J.Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
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Morpeth, Viscount 
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Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Randles, John 8S. 
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Renwick, George 
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NOES. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
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Crooks, William 








(Supply, &c.) 270 
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Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt E C(S. Andrw’sBghs. 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
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Findlay Alexander(Lanark,NE- 
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Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
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Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
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Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Johnson, John 
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Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
lLayland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph | 
Levy, Maurice 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kean, John 








Mr. WHITLEY moved to omit “* five ” 


seven.” 


ee 


in line 6, and insert 
the object was to give two 
discussion before the 


sacrifice something out of 


hour if he would meet them in this respect. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 6, to leave out the word ‘ Five,’ in 
* Seven. °—(Vr. 


orderj to insert the word 
Whitley.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word 
‘Five’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 


grateful to the hon. Gentleman for his 
He believed that the proposal 
to stop discussion at half-past five would 
be more pleasing to the majority of the 
He did not know that much 


offer. 


House. 


Business of the House 


guillotine 
They made the offer to the right hon. 
Gentleman, and they were willing to 
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M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John(Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Robson, William Snowdon 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Runciman, Walter 

| Russell, T. W. 

| Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| Seely, Maj J. E.B. (IsleofWight 
| Shackleton, David James 


He said 
hours longer 


fell. 


their dinner 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
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Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
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Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tillett, Louis John 
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Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


(Supply, cc., 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. J. H. Whitley and Mr. 
Eugene Wason. 


would be gained by adopting the Amend- 
ment, and something would be lost. 


44 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had another 
Amendment on the Paper which was 
rather dependent on this. 
of the right hon. Gentleman was to put 
the Civil Service Estimates in one block 
instead of in their various classes. 
the right hon. Gentleman prepared to 
accept the subsequent Amendment which 
provided for giving the House the oppor- 
tunity of voting on the Civil Service 
Estimates in classes ? 


The proposal 


Was 


said he was| Mr. CHURCHILL said it~ was 
perfectly obvious that the reason why 
the hon. Member who moved the 


Amendment and those who supported 
him wished to substitute 


se 


seven’ for 


“ five? was to take advantage of every 
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occasion during the passage of the Reso- 
lution of showing their detestation of the 
methods which it embodied. They 
were bound to take all recognised 
occasions of showing their entire dissent 
from the manner in which they had been 
treated. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not condescended to accept a single 
Amendment; and they might as well 
be arguing with stocks and_ stones. 
Even when the right hon. Gentleman 
was asked to substitute the word “ the ” 


Business of the House 


for “any,” and although he admitted 
it made no difference, he refused to 
accept the Amendment. If such a/| 


small concession would not affect the 
general proposal, and would, at the 
same time, conciliate hon. Gentlemen, 
he did not see why the right hon. Gentle- 
man should refuse to accept it. If the 
right hon. Gentleman wished to obtain 
his Resolution without putting a greater 
strain on his followers why did he not 
make some offer or proposal which would 
make the Resolution a little more satis- 
factory. Surely the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not such a tyrant as to refuse 
harmless concessions which would make 
his proposal more acceptable, or at 
least less objectionable. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) 
said he regarded the Amendment as 
being of a very reasonable character, 
and was surprised that the Prime Minis- 
ter did not advance any better reason 
against it than brute force. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that half-past five 
o'clock would be more acceptable to the 


majority of the House. That was 
not a good reason to advance. The 
minority had always been regarded 


aS possessing certain rights; but, ap- 
parently, in the opinion of the Prime 
Minister, they had no rights at all. 
Not only had the Prime Minister not 
accepted the Amendment, but he had 
not condescended to give any reason for 
rejecting it. He himself had some ad- 


miration for the Prime Minister, though | 


not for all his methods, and he should be 
glad if the right hon. Gentleman would 
give some reason for refusing to accept a 
reasonable Amendment such as that be- 
fore the House. 
calculated to throw reasonable and moder- 
ate men like himself into the hands of 


Gentlemen who sometimes proposed un- | 
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{which the right hon. 


Action of that kind was | 
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| reasonable Amendments. He objected 
| to be ruled by a majority ; majorities did 
| not always possess the best arguments ; 
| and indeed it used to be said that all the 
| virtues were with minorities. He did not 
| proceed as far as that himself; but he 
| desired to protest against the manner in 
Gentleman had 
|opposed the Amendment. 


Masor SEELY said that if common 

| rumour were to be trusted the First. Lord 

was prepared to make concessions in cer- 

tain important particulars. Perhaps the 

‘right hon. Gentleman would say whether 
| that was the case or not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the arrange- 
ment which he was willing to accept, and 
which he had reason to believe would not 
be disagreeable to hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, was to allow Vote A to stand in the 
Resolution, and substitute for Vote 1 Vote 
7, which related to provisions and forage. 
He had already promised the House a 
full opportunity to discuss the general 
Army policy of the Government im- 
mediately after the commencement of the 
new financial year, and he proposed to 
take that general discussion on the Vote 
for the salary of the Secretary of State 
for War. That Vote would, therefore, 
be put down as the first Order on Monday, 
April 3rd, but it would be part of the 
honourable understanding which he was 

| suggesting to the House that the Com- 

mittee stage and the Report stage should 
be taken in the course of that week, so 
as to be able to proceed with the other 
business during the following week 
without feeling financially handicapped. 
Vote 7 related to stores, provisions, and 
forage, and on that it would be possible 
to raise the important question brought 
' to the notice of the House by the Auditor- 
General’s Report. He did not think it 
would be desirable to raise it at that early 
stage, and if it was the wish of the House 
he would undertake to give a more fitting 
opportunity for its discussion later on. 
It must be understood that the South 
African Report would not come up then, 
| but if hon. Members desired it they could 
|have more time by passing that Vote 
'through without discussion. He would 
put it down for the second Order of the 
|Day. It would be understood that the 
South African question would come up 
separately and at a later stage. 
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Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said there was another proposal that the 
Government would give two days instead 


London County Council 


of one next week for getting the Speaker | 


out of the Chair on the Army Esti- 
mates. He also asked whether on the 
week beginning April 3rd. Vote 1 would 
be put down on the Monday, Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Thursday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that if the 
House desired the discussion to extend 
over those four days he would provide 
for it, but it was a very exceptional 
demand to make on the time of the House, 
and he rather thought it would not be 
necessary to take the whole of those four 
days. 


Str nH. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
asked whether it was to be understood 
that as the discussion on the South Afri- 
can stores question was not to be taken 
on Vote 7, it would not be deferred too 
long to the disappointment of the public 
interest in it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR believed it was 
the general wish that the Public Ac- 
counts Committee should first deal with 
the matter. The Motion would be put 
down at once in order to give the earliest 
opportunity for its discussion. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
thought the right hon. Gentlemen must 
not understand that they accepted so 
broadly, as he put it, the idea that the 
matter of the South African stores was 
to be referred for further consideration 
to the Public Accounts Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not make 
that a condition, but it would be con- 
venient if it could be done. 


Mr. WHITLEY said it would be 
undesirable to divide on the Amend- 
ment as the First Lord had met the chief 
objection with regard to Vote 1, but he 
thought the usual interval for dinner 
might be availed of for considering more 
fully the right hon. Gentleman’s sugges- 
tions. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned until 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


{COMMONS} 





(General Powers) Bill. 
EVENING SITTING. 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL. 
POWERS) BILL. (by orper). 


[Second Reapina. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Biil be now read a second 
time.” 


*CapTain J ESSEL (St. Pancras, S.) said 
he had put down the Motion which stood 
in his name upon the Paper as a protest 
against the manner in which the London 
County Council year after year intro- 
duced into Bills of this character most 
contentious matters. Nobody could 
object to the proposal to construct a 
bridge in Regent’s Park, or to the appli- 
cation from the Borough of Battersea to 
build over ground now occupied by allot- 
ments, but when it came to a question of 
granting the London County Council. 
power to alter two public Acts or to inter- 
fere with the Foods and Drugs Acts, 
which left the supervision of milk 
and so forth to the proper sanitary 
authority, and other contentious matters, 
it was in his opinion time that a stand was 
made. He further protested against the 
repeated attempts of the London County 
Council to introduce into a Bill of this 
character legislation which had been de- 
feated either upstairs in Committee or in 
this House. It was sad to see the way 
in which ratepayers were obliged to pay 
on both sides, because on the one hand 
they were constituents of the opposing 
borough, and on the other of the London 
County Council. He ventured to think 
it would be to the advantage of the good 
government of London if the Govern- 
ment brought forward legislation which 
would prevent the introduction of con- 
tentious proposals into General Powers 
Bills, unless the London County Council 
had received the assent of a majority of 
three-quarters or two-thirds of the 
borough councils interested. He should 
have thought the County Council had 
quite enough todo. It had already taken 
upon itself the work of the late School 
Board. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : No, 
no! That was imposed upon us by this 
House. You voted for it. 
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*CaptaIn JESSEL said the attitude 
adopted by every candidate for the 
London County Council at the last elec- 
tion showed that the London County 
Council were not reluctant to take over the 
powers placed upon them by Parliament. 
The amount of money spent by the Lon- 
don County Council in promoting and 
opposing Bills since the creation of that 
distinguished body was simply enormous. 
The question of expenditure was most 
material to hon. Gentlemen when they 
had regard to the constant increase of 
the rates. It was only the other day 
that they were informed by a most dis- 
tinguished authority on the Londoa 
County Council that the rates for the 
coming year would be very largely in- 
creased. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : Ah! That 


is the voluntary schools, 


*Captain JESSEL said no hon. 
Member would deny that the rates 
were constantly increasing. He should 
have thought it would have paid the 
London County Council to leave as 
much detail and power to the borough 
councils as possible instead of trying to 
deprive them of 
possessed, as they did on every occasion, 
or to supervise them and treat them 
like naughty children. He should have 
thought that that was the policy which 
would have commended itself to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, who always advo- 
cated as wide an extension of powers as 
possible. By so doing they would edu- 
cate the people up to their responsi- 
bilities. Complaint was made by the 
advocates of this Bill that the borough 
councils did not do their work properly 
He should imagine that was the case 
all over the country, but it was not by 
coercion that they would be made to do 
their work properly ; it would be by edu- 
cating them up to their responsibilities 
in connection with a form of local govern- 
ment which had no parallel in any other 
nation of the world. He was sorry to have 
detained the House, but he had desired 
to’ indicate, and had indicated to the 
best of his ability, the reasons why he de- 
sired to enter a protest against the 
measures which the London County 
Council had introduced during the last few 


years in their General Powers Bills. He 
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what powers they, 
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had only put his Motion on the Paper in 
order that he might have an opportunity 
of entering his protest, and having done so 
he did not propose to move his Motion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


*CapTaiIn JESSEL said the Instruction 
which he had upon the Paper was that 
it should be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to omit Clause 22, Part V. That 
clause provided 

“The Council may from time to time make 
representations to the Local Government Board 
as to the manner in which the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899, are administered 
within the county, and may institute inquiries 
and make investigations for the purposes of 
this section.” 


The Sale of Foods and Drugs Act, which 
was passed in 1875, was the outcome of 
other Acts and of a Royal Commission 
which sat from 1869 to 1871. Up to 
the present time the London County 
Council had had no jurisdiction in the 
administration of these Acts. Originally 
Parliament laid it down that the execution 
of these Acts should be supervised by a 
Government Department and should be 
carried out by the local sanitary authority, 
and he might remind the House that in 
the strict sense of the word the London 
County Council was not the local sanitary 
authority. This principle had been en- 
forced for many years, and, in 1888, when 
Parliament conferred on every other 
county council the power of administering 
the Food and Drugs Act, owing to the 
fact that there were other local authorities 
in London, an exception was made so 
far as the London County Council was 
concerned, and that power was not con- 
ferred upon them. In 1899, when the 
London Government Act was passed and 
the borough councils were created, no 
Amendment was proposed ior the pur- 
pose of taking the power in this matter 
from the borough councils and giving 
it to the County Council, nor was ad- 
vantage taken of the opportunity afforded 
in 1905, when Parliament subsequently 
empowered the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Agriculture to take 
such action as was necessary with a view 
to ascertaining whether local authorities 
were doing their duty and if necessary 
to enforce performance, to move such an 
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amendment of the Law. 


amply sufficient in this matter. The 
principal objection of the borough coun- 
cils to the clause was that there would be 
two sets of officials going over the same 
ground, and considerable extra expense. 
There was no reason to suppose that 
inspectors would discharge their duties 
more efficiently simply because they 
were appointed by one authority rather 
than another. If the London County 
Council thought there was any slackness 
it was perfectly open to them to make 
representations to the Local Government 
Board or the Board of Agriculture. 
Nothing had heen alleged against the 
present administration of the Acts; 
the clause would lead to ‘duplication 
of inspection, clashing of authorities, 
and increased expense; the proposal 
was against the general trend of Lon- 
don legislation, that as far as possible 
local duties should be discharged by the 
borough councils and central duties by 
the County Council, and therefore he 
asked the House to instruct the Com- 
mittee to omit Clause 22, Part V. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) seconded the Motion, first, be- 
cause of the extra expense the clause 
would involve to London, secondly, be- 
cause it would certainly lead to friction 
between the County Council and the 
borough councils. The clause contained 
two propositions. The first was that 
the Council should be empowered from 
time to time to make representations to 
the Local Government Board as to the 
manner in which the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts, 1875-99, were administered 
within the county. That portion was 
altogether unnecessary, as the County) 
Council already had the power. The 
second and more important proposition | 
was that the Council should be enabled 
to institute inquiries and make investi- 
gations for the purposes of the section. 
Those were extraordinarily wide words, 
and could only mean that the County 
Council were to appoint inspectors and 
take samples. They were really to 


have the same power as borough councils | 
in the matter and there could hardly 
fail to be friction, while the expense 
involved was almost unlimited. Already | 


Captain Jessel. 
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Two governing ' 
authorities, the Local Government Board | 
and the Board of Agriculture, were surely | 


'smith, 3 per cent. 
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the Local Government Board and the 
Board of Agriculture appointed inspectors, 
so that with those appointed by the 
borough councils and the County Councils 
there would be four sets of inspectors do- 
ing more or less the same work. Because 
he considered the provision a wasteful one: 
and regarded it as unnecessary that 
the County Council should be placed in 
this position of superiority over the 
borough councils he begged to second 
the Instruction to the Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to omit Clause 22, 
Part V.°—(Captain Jessel). 


Mr. JOHN BURNS explained that 
the most contentious and controversial 
clauses in the present Bill had been 
introduced at the instance of the 
borough coundils themselves. Why the 
particular clause to which objection 
was being taken should cause friction 
between the County Council and the 
borough councils he was at a loss to un- 
derstand. It did not disqualify the 
borough councils in any respect, nor 
did it take away from or add to the 
powers they already possessed. It 
simply enabled the Uounty Council, 
as the central sanitary authority, to 
ascertain whether the twenty - nine 
borough councils were doing their duty. 
He put it to any impartially-minded 
legislator, who was not imbued with a 
fanatical hatred of the London County 
Council, whether the matter dealt with 
in the clause did not come within the 
purview of an authority such as the 
County Council. If London was. sani- 
tarily a single entity the power would be 


‘unnecessary, but in this matter of adul- 


teration London was split up into 
twenty-nine disconnected areas, and in 
the interests of 6,000,000 people the 
County Council thought that if they 


found one of those authorities not doing 
' its duty they should have power to report 


the fact to the Local Government Board. 
Was there a case for this clause? In 
Marylebone 1 per cent. of the samples 
of milk taken were adulterated; in 
Chelsea 2 per cent.; and in Hammers- 
If all the borough 
councils were as virtuous as Marylebone, 
as excellent as Chelsea, and as anxious to 
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do the right thing as Hammersmith, this 
particular clause would not be necessary, 
but they were not. The poorer the 
district, the greater was the adulteration 
of milk and food. In Stepney, 18 per 
cent. of the samples were adulterated —— 


London County Couneil 


*CapTAIN JESSEL: And in Battersea, 
13 per cent. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Yes, and in St. 
Pancras 20, and in Hackney, 21. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON : That 
shows how well they take the samples. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he could not 
be expected to give the percentage of 
samples that were not taken. The bulk 
of the milk in Stepney and Hackney was 
bought by very poor people in small 
quantities chiefly for children, who 
ought to have good milk, whereas they 
got what was known as “sky-blue,” He 
had recently been told by a physician at 
St. Thomas’s Hospital that from 90 to 95 
per cent. of children were at birth or- 
ganically sound and physically healthy, 
but that they went to pieces between 
birth and six months of age because they 
could not get good milk and food. The 
result was that they did not develop 
physique to enable them at the age of 
twenty-one to enlist in the King’s Com- 
pany of the First Grenadier Guards. 
This matter had to be looked at from the 
point of view of the children, and the 
Report of the Physical Deterioration Com- 
mittee was on the side of the supporters 
of thisclause. In the rich districts where 
they had good milk the infantile death- 
rate was from 80 to 90 per 1,000, whereas 
in the poorer districts it ranged from 140 
to 200 per 1,000, and the rates were 
highest where the samples of milk were 
most adulterated. Out of a thousand 
breast-fed infantsin Liverpool only twenty 
died from diarrhceal complaints, while 300 
died in the same period because they were 
fed on milk of the ‘“sky-blue” deserip- 
tion. A better illustration was afforded 
by St. Helens, where industrial con- 
ditions and the amenities of life were 
not ideal. St. Helens, with its sterilised 
milk depot, had a death-rate of eighty- 
seven per thousand of “ milk-depot-fed ” 
children, whilst the general death-rate 
was 167 per thousand. In the event of 
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its being proved by an investigation of 
the London County Council that Hackney 
could do what Marylebone did, and that 
Stepney ought to do what Chelsea did, 
the Local Government Board on the 
report of the County Council would 
issue a circular to the defaulting or 
apathetic authority and compel the 
worst councils to act up to what the 
best councils now did. There was no 
desire to interfere with the borough 
councils ; all the County Council asked 
was that as the chief sanitary authority 
they should be empowered to make an 
investigation, report the result to the 
Local Government Board, and leave 
it to the impartiality of an Imperial 
Department to consider the facts for 
themselves, and, if necessary, act upon 
them. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 
he at least could not fairly be accused 
of showing a fanatical opposition to the 
County Council. He had the privilege 
of serving for many years on that body, 
and on every possible occasion he had 
expressed his appreciation of the work 
they had discharged. He did not think, 
however, that the friends of the County 
Council were acting in the interests of 
that body when thev attempted to invest 
it with the power of superintending the 
administration of councils which from 
their local knowledge were better able 
to look after certain aspects of local work. 
He did not think that the London County 
Council was pursuing its own interests in 
trying to acquire these powers. The: 
duties of the Council ought to be ad- 
ministrative and not inquisitorial, and to 
grant such powers as these would only 
lead to a further increase in the rates. He 
hoped the House would pass this Instruc- 
tion by an overwhelming majority, and. 
prevent the London County Council 
acquiring powers which it was not better 
qualified to discharge than the borough 
councils, and which would only have the 
effect of causing hostility and friction 
between the London County Council 
and the borough councils. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) said he desired 
to say a few words by way of supplement- 
ing the excellent speech made by his hon. 
friend the Member for Battersea. His 


hon. friend had referred to the fanatical 
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opposition to the London County Council | 
which be found in the House of Com- 
mons. Coming back to the House after 
an absence of nine years, he was delighted | 
to find the London County Council stand- | 
ing so well in the House of Commons. 
He wished to repudiate altogether any 
notion that there was any spirit of 
antagonism existing in London between 
the borovgh councils and the London 
County Council. He desired to deal 
with the point which had been raised by 
the hon. Member for Islington. He was 
pleased that the hon. Member remembered 
his useful association with the London 
County Council, for they had very much 
missed his services on that body. With 


regard to the impression that the London - 


County Council was endeavouring to 
seek new powers, he wished to draw at- 
tention to the fact that they were merely 
trying to make the law uniform with re- 
gard to the food and the health of the 
people. Upon this question he claimed 
that they came to the House of Com- 
mons asking for these powers with the 
full authority of London. Their election 
addresses were filled with references re- 
Jating to the food and health of the people. 
Up to the year 1871 there were seventeen 


Acts having to do with the public health | 


of London, and they were codified under 
the Public Health Act of 1891. If the 
Act of 1891 were examined it would be 
found to contain precisely the powers they 
were now asking for, and all they desired 
was that those powers should be ex- 
tended to the Food and Drugs Act, so that 
the London County Council, in default of 
the local authority, should have power 
to make representations to the Local 
Government Board. He desired to call 
the attention of the hon. and gallant 
Member who moved this Amendment to 
the evidence of a clergyman closely 
associated with the life of the poor—he 
referred to Canon Horsley. Canon 
Horsley had said that there ought to be 
some provision to secure that the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act was carried out with 
uniformity, and he found that in some 
districts the Act was vigorously carried 
out, whilst in others it was not. What 
they were anxious to obtain was that 
there should be uniformity in the law. The 
Act of 1899, which set up the borough 
councils of London, gave them the very | 
powers with regard to certain matter 


Mr, Fenn. 
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that they were now asking for, and they 
were given by a beneficent Conservative 
Government. For reasons of continuity 
he asked that these additional powers 
should be granted to the London County 


Council. They did not desire to deprive 


the borough councils of any powers, and 
the London County Council were only 
too anxious to relieve themselves of any 
duties which could be properly done in the 
locality ; but there were things which 
could be done far more efficiently by a 
central body. It was of the greatest 
possible importance, in regard to the food 
of the people, that there should be some 
authority able to deal with London as a 
whole, and he hoped hon. Members 
opposite would assist them in obtaining 
powers which were necessary for the good 
administration of the city they were 
endeavouring to serve. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said that according 
to the arguments of the hon. Member 
for Battersea, wherever large numbers of 
samples were found deficient that im- 
plied bad administration in those districts, 
He confessed that he could not follow 
that argument. Ifa large number of the 
samples were taken and were discovered 
to be bad he thought that implied very 
great activity onthe part of the sanitary 
authority. The hon. Member for Batter- 
sea had said that because Is per cent. 
of the samples taken in Stepney were 
found to be deficient, that that meant 
bad administration of the Food and Drugs 
Acts 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that his con- 
tention was that if the percentage of 
adulteration in Marylebone was 1 per 
cent. and in Stepney it was L% per cent.. 
then Stepney ought to try to bring 
its milk supply up to the standard oi 
Marylebone. 


*Masjor EVANS GORDON asked by 
what process did the hon. Member propose 
that Stepney should bring their samples 
up to that standard? The first step 
to take was to discover that the milk 
supply was bad, and that was precisely 
what they were doing in the Borough 
of Stepney. All he wanted was that 
justice should be done to the Borough 
He did not 
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Borough Council was upon this clause, 
but he believed that the medical officer 
and his staff were second to none in the 
activity they displayed in discovering 
cases of adulteration. They went very 
closely into this question during their 
inquiries upon the alien question, and 
they found that the adulteration of food 
and milk in Stepney was for the most part 
done by foreigners who undersold English 
tradesmen, and that the activity of the 
borough authorities was greater than in 
any other part of London. If it were 
true that the Stepney local authorities 
were doing all they could to discover 
these bad practices, he would like to 
ask the Member for Battersea what 
more could the London County Council 
do if these additional powers were 
granted by the House ? He did not see 
that any representations which the 
London County Council could make to 
the Local Government Board, or any steps 
which they could take on their own behalf, 
could be better than a close and constant 
investigation and examination, followed 
up by prosecutions before the magistrates 
by the local authorities. What more 
eould the London County Council do than 
was already being done? He heartily 
agreed with what had been said as to the 
importance of a pure milk supply as 
affecting the health of children, and he 
could assure the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea that there were numbers of dairymen 
in Stepney whose milk was as pure as was 
to be found in any part of the Metropolis. 
But he could not follow the argu- 
ment that, because the prosecutions were 
numerous and the discoveries of adul- 
teration numerous, the administration 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act in 
Stepney was slack. On the contrary, 
he was inclined to believe that the ad- 
ministration of the Act in Chelsea was 
much more likely to be slack, because 
the samples were only two or three per 
cent. bad, than they were in Hackney 
and other parts where high percentages 
of adulteration were known to exist. 
The percentage of bad samples meant 
nothing unless they knew the total 
number of samples taken. How many 
were taken in Chelsea, for example ? 
The very facts used with such force by 
the hon. Member for Battersea were 


facts placed in his possession by the , 
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know what the opinion of the Stepney | 
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activity of the very authorities whom 
he condemned so strongly. He was 
in no way fanatically opposed to the 
London County Council, but in his 
opinion they already possessed powers 
to make representations to the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. BENN said that the reason they 
asked for these powers was that if they 
spent any money now under the present 
law in carrying out these duties they 
would be surcharged by the auditor. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said he 
knew that at present the London County 
Council made representations under the 
present law upon all sorts of questions 
to all sorts of authorities, and he could not 
see any necessity for the further powers 
which were now being asked for. The 
hon. Member for Devonport said hejwas 
most desirous of avoiding any friction 
with the borough councils, but if the 
London County Council set up another 
set of inspectors to supervise those already 
in existence that course would be sure 
to cause friction, and for that reason he 
should vote for this Instruction. 


Mr. CROOKS appealed to the mover 
to withdraw the Instruction. It was true 
the Council had powers in many direc- 
tions, powers of the character now 
sought, with the object of getting rid 
of adulteration in the same way as by 
constant inspection the use of false 
weights and measures had been stamped 
out. It was not nice to hear the stories 
of the poor as to the way they were 
constantly being imposed upon in regard 
to their food supply. He agreed that 
almost every sanitary staff in London 
at the present time was overworked, but 
the purity of the food of the people was 
of far more importance. Why should 
the London County Council be denied 
the right to take samples? Tradesmen 
travelled about with food which was 
unsound, selling it in those districts 
where it was known that the administra- 
tion of the Act was slack. A ease had 
been brought to his notice of a man 
selling in a very poor neighbourhood 
what were known as “ block ornaments.” 
They were offered for sale upon a travel- 
ling butcher’s shop, and the salesman 
said to a poor woman, “ Have that lot 
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for 3d.?” She declined to purchase, 
and then they were offered at 2d., then 
for Id., and as she still declined to 
purchase he said, “I am going to turn 
my back, please steal ’em.” What right 
had that man to be offering such things 
for sale at all? He appealed to. the 
House to help them to put a little more 
courage and stamina into the borough 
councils in this matter, and not least 
to strengthen the hands of the medical 
officers, so that, if the borough councils 
neglected their duty, they might appeal 
to the London County Council to put 
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Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that it was very necessary that the poor 
people of London should be protected 
in regard to_their food. The, people of 
Battersea had taken steps in good time, 
and the result was that they had secured 
a pure milk supply, but other districts 
had not been so active, with the result 
that they had got a good many cases of 
adulteration. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 183 ; Noes, 
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Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJT( Huddersfield 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) moved the following further Instruc- 
tion, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to substitute, in Part VI. of 
the Bill, the medical officer of a borough 
council for the medical officer of the 
County Council.” He said he had never 
been one of those who attacked the 
London County Council, but he held that 
nothing but evil results would flow from 
dual control in matters relating to the 
milk supply in London. The medical 
officers of the borough councils were 
doing their best to cope with milk 
adulteration and milk-borne diseases, 
and if increased powers were to be 
given to any authorities it was to these 
medical officers that they should be 
given, rather than to a new staff of 
medical officers to be appointed by the 
London County Council. The latter 
could not possibly possess the local 
knowledge enjoyed by the medical officers 
of the borough councils, and local know- 
ledge was of the first importance in 
tracking out the evil-doer when food 
adulteration and disease were concerned. 
If, for instance, the medical officer of 
Shoreditch desired to prevent the sale 
of milk in Battersea which had been 
condemned in Shoreditch, and further 
powers were necessarv in order to secure 
that object, it would be far better that 
the Shoreditch medical officer should be 
entrusted with the duty of making repre- 
sentations direct to the Local Govern- 
ment Board rather than the roundabout 
proposal of this private Bill, which 
would necessitate the Shoreditch medical 
officer approaching the London County 
Council, and the London County Council 
the Local Government Board: In his 
judgment the subject of milk-borne 
diseases and the milk supply of London 
was far too grave to be dealt with by 
a private Bill such as that now before 
the House. The question was one which 
could only be adequately dealt with by 
the Government by a public Statute, 
and it was wiser to await the Report 
of the Royal Commission now examin- 
ing the connection between human and 
bovine tuberculosis, than to attempt to 
tinker with a subject concerning the 
health of infant life by a stray clause 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Benn and Mr. Crooks 


in a private Bill. If this clause were 
adopted friction between the County 
Council and the borough council must 
result, and an unnecessary and increased 
charge cast upon the London ratepayers 
to provide a redundant staff, and no 
real remedy would be provided against 
the insufficient and bad supply of milk 
in London or against the diseases 
flowing therefrom. 


Str HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth), 
in seconding the instruction, expressed 
the hope that it would be accepted by 
the hon. Members in charge of the Bill, 
whorepresented the London County Coun- 
cil, Part VI. of the Bill dealt with the 
question of milk supply. While he had 
no desire to raise any unreasonable ob- 
jection to the Bill, he wished to say that 
by conferring the powers which were 
asked by the County Council they would 
throw on that body an enormous amount 
of work over a large area which it was 
less fitted to perform than the borough 
councils. The County Couneéil would be 
obliged to have a staff permeating every 
one of the boroughs of the Metropolis and 
covering ground which wasalready covered 
by the medical officers of the local au- 
thorities, who were obviously better able 
to deal with these matters. The officials 
of the borough councils were more access- 
ible to those who had a right to complain 
than the officials of the County Council. 
It should be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee, which would decide what could 
be conveniently administered by the 
London County Council. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Iastruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to substitute, in Part 
VI. of the Bill, the medical officer of a 
borough council for the medical officer of 
the County Council.” —-(Mr Claude Hay.) 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that from the 
farmers’ point of view, he objected to 
having two inspectors—one representing 
the County Council, and the other repre- 
senting the borough council. Now, 
of the two, he preferred the inspector of 
the London County Council as the better 
authority. The important thing was 
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that the milk should be brought to London 
pure and cheap. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that it 
wasa matter of common knowledge that 
the London County Council would have 
been quite content that this Bill should 
have gone upstairs, and that a proper 
tribunal should have given a decision on 
full information presented to it on this 
contentious subject. It was quite clear 
that on the smallest matter in which the 
London County Councildesiredto promote 
the good government of London, the hon. 
Members for Peckham, Wandsworth, and 
St. Pancras, with, perhaps the hon. 
(ientlemen who represented the agricul- 
tural districts, opposed it. He did not 
believe that it was in the interest of 
agriculture that bad milk should be sold 
anywhere. On the contrary, he believed 
that the better the milk the more of it 
would be sold. The London County 
Council thought that it was not right 
that the chief sanitary authority in the 
Metropolis should be deprived of 
authority when the borough councils 
were not doing their duty. Sup- 
posing milk came from St. Albans to 
Finsbury and the medical officer there 
decided that it was tuberculous and 
infectious and would not allow it to be 
sold; and supposing milk from the same 
farm was sent to Battersea,:and that the 
medical officer there did not care to con- 
demn it, then they thought that the 
medical officer of the London County 
Council should have power to refuse 
permission for it to be sold in Battersea. 
That was a reasonable request, and Part 
VI. of the Bill ought at any rate to be 
passed. Neither the cowkeepers nor 
the dairymen had petitioned against the 
Bill. This part of the Bill was based 
on the model milk clauses passed by the 
Police and Sanitary Committee and 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board. On behalf of the London County 
Council he was sorry to say that he 
could not accept the Instruction, and 
he insisted that the London County 
Council should have concurrent powers 
with the borough councils to prohibit 
the introduction of infectious and tuber- 
culous milk into any part of London. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster) said that the hon. Member for 
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Battersea had complained that this In- 
struction was moved on a microscopic 
detail. The reason for that was that the 
London County Council had gratuitously 
made an attempt on this microscopic 
detail, as it constantly did on larger 
questions, to assume functions which did 
not belong toit. This Bill was part of a 
system by which the London County 
Council was constantly setting up the 
theory that the borough councils were 
inferior and subject to it—[An Hon. 
MemBer: No.|—whereas everyone who 
had watched the subject knew that 
they were separate bodies with separ- 
ate functions, each responsible to the 
Local Government Board. The hon. 
Member for Devonport, who had gained 
great and well-merited distinction im the 
municipal arena of London, and whom 
he welcomed back to this House for every- 
thing except his political opinions, had 
deprecated what he called the hostility 
between the London County Council 
and the borough councils, but his con- 
tention was that it was just such attempts 
as these on the part of the London County 
Council to assume the functions of the 
borough councils which set up and sus- 
tained that hostility. The hon. Member 
for Battersea claimed that the represen- 
tative principle was more fully carried 
out in the County Council than in the 
borough councils. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that what he 
had stated was that there were twenty- 
nine borough councils, and that some- 
thing was needed to protect London as 
a whole, because some of these twenty- 
nine borough councils did not, or would 
not, do their duty. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS said he 
was in the recollection of the House as 
to what the hon. Member had said about 
the representative principles, and he 
would put it to the House whether the 
borough councils were not a more effec- 
tive authority to deal with questions of 


this sort than the London County 
Council. He would put this particular 
case in a concrete form. Supposing 


these powers were granted to the County 
Council, and the control or regulation of 
the milk supply was in its hands. Ifa 
particular district or borough were dis- 
satisfied with the quality of its milk they 
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could turn out their individual county 
councillor; but that would not affect the 
policy of the County Council, or improve 
their administration of the regulations. 
On the other hand, if the control was left 
to the borough council, and the borough 
wa dissatisfied, they could turn out the 
whole borough council and carry the 
wishes of the electorate into effect. 
That was the true representative prin- 
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grounds on which he had advanced the 
claims of the London County Council, 
But he contended that the borough 
councils were the proper authorities to 
deal with all those matters of local 
government to which reference had 
been made, and which had nothing to do 
with politics. 


Question put. 


ciple. The hon. 
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that there was every virtue in centralisa- 
tion, and that was one of the great 





considered 





179. 


AYES. 


The House divided : ~Aves,{193 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 61). 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.s 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.( Invern’ssB'ghs) 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EK. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,.s. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm‘nds 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | 


Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords, N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.( Statford,W 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
,owe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJW(Cum. Penr. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| Maconochie, A. W. 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
| M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
| Malcolm, Ian 
| Marks, Harry Hananel 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, Xt Hn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Pease, H. Pike (Darlington 
| Percy, Ear! 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,SirHarryS.(Limehouse} 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W- 
| 





Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
’ Skewes-Cox, Thomas 























297 


Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, RtHn. Lord( Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Janner, John S. Harmood- 
jarran, Rowland Hirst 

dell, Richard 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 


Black, Alexander William 
solton, Thomas Dolling 


srigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
——s Sir John Tomlinson 
Rt. Hon. James 
Buc -hanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, S 
irson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
hanning, Francis Allston 
‘heetham, John Frederick 
‘hurchill, Winston Spencer 
‘laney, John Joseph 

rean, Eugene 

‘remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Charles M. 
duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Kllice,CaptEC(S. Andr’ wsB ghs 
Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Findlay, Alex.( Lanark, 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Brvce, 


H. 


(Lanark) 


r 


N.E.) 





London County Council 


| Harwood, 


| Henderson, 


| Layland- Barratt, 


| Lough, 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb. 


{15 Marca 1905} 


Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt.Hon.John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 

| Fuller, J. M. F. 

| Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
ye n, Walford D.(Wednesbury | 
Rt Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) | 


Gre y; 

Griitith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt Hon. Richard B. | 


Hall, Edward Marshall 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kitson, Sir James 


| Labouchere, Henry 
| Lambert, George 

| Lamont, Norman 

| Langley, Batty 


Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Levy, Maurice 


John Herbert 
Thomas 


Lewis, 


Eskdale) 


| Lyell, Charles Henry 


| 
Macnamara, Dr. 


Thomas J. 
M Crae, 
Manners, 


George 
Lord Cecil 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh, N. 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. | 
Morpeth, Viscount 


(General Powers) Bill. 


298 


Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks. 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 





TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and Sir Henry 
Kimber. 


\ 


Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Mara, James 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Pemberton, John 8. G. 

| Rea, Russell 
| Reckitt, Harold James 
| Renwick, George 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt HnC.R.( Northants 
| Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

|W alton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Yason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
| White, George (Norfolk) 











299 London County Council 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 





Wood, James 





Siz FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) moved :—‘‘ That it 
be an Instruction to the Committee to 
omit Part XV.” He said the clause 
which he desired to omit empowered the 
local authorities to supply wires, fittings, 
and apparatus to the premises of their 
consumers, and to borrow money for 
the purpose. The object of that clause 
was to introduce municipal trading and 
to interfere with the legitimate work of 
private shopkeepers, contractors, and 
engineers, 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘*That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to omit Part XV.”— 
(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said the’ County 
Council was acting in this matter on 
behalf of the borough councils. There 
were in London thirteen electric lighting 
companies who had power to supply 
electric light and to sell to the con- 
sumers the necessary fittings and appli- 
ances. Parliament had given to sixteen 
borough councils the power to supply 
electric light in London, but they could 
not do so effectively or cheaply if the 
fittings and appliances had to be bought 
from middlemen who frequently made 
large profits out of the consumers. The 
borough councils, without exception, 
had asked the County Council to apply for 
powers in their Bill to enable them to 
sell fittings to consumers who took their 


electric light. It was ridiculous to call | 
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Benn and Mr. Crooks. 


Woodhouse, Sir J T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


that a glaring instance of municipal 
trading. Let Members be logical and 
consistent. Why should they refuse 
this power to the borough councils and 
at the same time allow the South Metro- 
politan Gas Company to supply ‘burners 
and cooking stoves ? 


Sirk HENRY KIMBER said the pro- 
posal was one which might be very 
reasonably objected to. The London 
County Council was doing very good 
work ; but in his opinion power should 
not be given to local authorities to enter 
into competition with traders by means 
of capital provided by the ratepayers. 


Mr. BENN said that the London 
County Council did not want to sell the 
fittings themselves; they were merely 
voicing the opinion of the borough 
councils. At present, two borough coun- 
cils—Woolwich and Marylebone—pos- 
sessed this power, and the other borough 
councils desired to have it in one Act 
instead of having to promote separate 
Acts. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said he was 
convinced that it was reasonable those 
powers should be given to the borough 
councils, and he should vote against the 
Instruction. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 
196. (Division List No. 62.) 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, RtHn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 





AYES. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edward 





Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A (Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain, Percy A. 
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Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratio D.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Grey, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’ry S Edm’nds 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’derry) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, John(Kent, Fav’rsham 
Hozier,Hon,James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden | 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hn. Herbert Henry 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
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Joicey, Sir James 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn.GeorgeT.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph( Monm th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( YorksN.R. 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt Hn JW (Cum. Penr. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,RtHnSirH E.(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


NOES. 


Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Claney, John Joseph 
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| Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant,"James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Sinclair, Louis Romford 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 

| Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 

| Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Thorburn, Sir Walter 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir C. EH(Sheftield 

Walker, Col. William Hall 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 

Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 

Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 

Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 





| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Frederick Smith. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
| Denny, Colonel 

| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

| Edwards, Frank 

| Elibank, Master of 
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Ellice,CaptEC(S Andr’ws B ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, RtHn.Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, WalfordD.( Wednesbury 
Grey, Rt.Hon Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie, J Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt .Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert. George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 


London County Council 
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Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland (Barratt, Francis 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy. Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 

Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Mara, James 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingt’n 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
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Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Maj.J.E B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 7. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Balifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet!:) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J W.(Worcest’rshire,N. 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse,SirJd T.( Huddersf'd 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Major Evans-Gordon and 
Mr. Crooks. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- { and to prohibit milk coming into London, 


shire, S$.) rose on behalf of the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture to move as an 
instruction to the Committee to omit 
Clause 34. He said they had successfully 
opposed it already in the Borough of 
Kaling. They were perfectly ready to 
assent to legislation, and all they asked 
was that they might know exactly their 
position, and the conditions under which 
they might supply milk. The London 
County Council already had very great 
powers in the matter of regulations relat- 
ing to dairymen, water supply, dairies, 
cow sheds, and disease. They also had 
ample powers under the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, to inspect dairies 








and yet they wanted still greater powers. 
It was not right to do by piecemeal 
legislation and by means of a private 
Bill what ought to be done by a public 
Bill. Either the London County Council 
should have the power or the borough 
councils should have it, but it was not 
right that the farmers should be brought 
into conflict with two authorities. An- 
other point was that the medical officers 
of health had passed various dairies and 
cow sheds, and farmers had already been 
put to heavy expenditure. In spite of 
that fact, the London County Council 
would have power to over-ride hem and 
to say that unless other things were done 
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the farmers 
stopped. They were perfectly ready to 
be supervised by one authority, but it 
was not fair to have two authorities to 
deal with and to have to meet conflicting 
ideas and interests. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to omit Clause 34.’’— 
(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY seconded the 
[ustruction. He objected to the London 
County Council having power to inter- 
fere with the work of other county 
councils in their own area. There was 
no justification for the claim of the 
London County Council to be able to go, 
ior instance, into the county of Cornwall 
und to interfere with the administration 
of the health laws in that county by the 
Cornwall County Council. What would 
be said by the London County Council 
i! the medical officers of the County 
Council of Hertfordshire were to be 
ellowed to interfere with the adminis- 
teation of the health laws in London 
by the medical officers of the London 
County Council? The whole subject 
was one of the first importance to the 
health ot the children of London, and by 
reason of its gravity should not be 
trifled with by private Bill legislation, 
hut on the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment of the day. A measure should be 
brought forward which would cope with 
the milk supply, not only of London, 
hut of the whole country, and this when 
the scientitic Commission now sitting 
Lad made its recommendations. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS pointed out that 
it was only asked for the London 
County Council to have the power, in 
the event of milk being sent from a tuber- 
culous district, to take its proper place 
in dealing with it. A farmer in Hertford- 
shire might send milk to Kensington. 
Kensington might refuse to have it and 
send it on to Clapham, which in turn 
might refuse to have it. The milk might 
be sent to Stepney, and from thence 
to St. Pancras. It was only right 
that St. Pancras should have the 
right to say that infectious milk 
should not be sent into its district. It 


might be urged that this matter could. 
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be left to the county council of the 
district, but they were more or less 
interested, and would take a_biassed 
view. They would not be quite so 
vigilant as an outside authority. The 
consumer in London held a different 
view, and surely the 5,000,000 there had 
a right to be protected against a diseased 
cow. If it were contended that the 
county councils were a sufficient safeguard 
he would point out that out of sixty-two 
county cofincils only thirty-five had ap- 
pointed medical officers for this purpose, 
and only fifteen of the number gave the 
whole of their time to the work. Some 
councils had no medical officer at all, and 
he thought that for the effective protec- 
tion of the consumer the London County 
Council ought to have the power to 
intervene. He appealed to the agri- 
cultural Members of the House to popu- 
larise the sale of milk in London. If 
they gave colour to a suggestion that bad 
milk could be sent into London they 
would decrease the consumption and 
there act against their own interests. 


*CoLoNEL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.) agreed that it was quite right that 
the 5,000,000 people in London should 
be protected against bad milk, but, on 
the other hand, the farmers wanted to 
be protected against the London County 
Council which, under this Bill, would be 
able to go into the remotest corners of 
the country and override the rules of the 
local councils. Hach locality must pro- 
vide its own regulations, and they did not 
want to be overridden by the London 
County Council. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham) 
thought that it would be a most extra- 
ordinary thing to set up the sanitary 
authority of London as a_ sanitary 
authority for a district 100 miles from the 
Metropolis. They in Buckinghamshire 
would not tolerate such a proposal, and he 
should vote against it. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 
N.) also supported the Instruction. They 
already had suitable regulations under 
the Contagious Diseases Notification Act 
in force in the country, and on behalf of 
agriculturists he submitted that the pro- 
posal of the Bill was absolutely unjust 
and altogether unnecessary. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS did not wish to 
unduly trouble the House, and would 
accept the Instruction. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Bill to omit Clause 
34.—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill, in Clause 35, Sub- 
clause (4), line 18, after the word ‘ man,’ 
to insert the words ‘ provided that such 
a condition is due to the wilful neglect 
of.’ ’°—(Mr. Gardner.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Bill, in Clause 35, 
Sub-clause 4, line 18, after the word 
“man,” to insert the words ‘“ provided 
that such a condition is due to the wilful 
neglect of.”—--(Mr. Gardner.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY, ETC.). 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [16th March] to 
Question [15th March], “‘ That, in order 
to comply with the Law, the proceedings 
necessary to dispose of any Supplemen- 
tary Estimates and Vote A and Vote 1 


of the Estimates for the Navy, and of the | 


Ways and Means Resolutions conse- 
quential thereon, shall, if not previously 
disposed of, be brought to a conclusion 
in the manner hereinafter mentioned :— 

“ At half-past Five of the clock on the 
21st day of March next, the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the Vote then under 
consideration, and shall then forthwith 
put the Question that the total amount 
of the outstanding Votes for the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates be 
granted for the services defined in those 
Estimates, and shall also forthwith put 
every other Question necessary to dispose 
of those Votes. 


‘As soon as the Resolutions so disposed 
of are reported to the House, the House 
shall forthwith resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and the 
Chairman shall forthwith put 
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Question necessary to dispose of any 
Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 


“ At Ten of the clock on the 25rd day of 
March next, the Speaker shall forthwith 
put every Question necessary to dispose 
of the Report of the Resolution then 
under consideration, and shall then forth- 
with put the Question that the House 
doth agree with the Committee in all 
Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimates. 
and shall then put a like Question on the 
Resolution reported with respect to the 
Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with 
respect to Vote A and Vote | of the 
Estimates for the Navy. 


“On the consideration of the Report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the 
Question that the House do agree with 
the Committee in the Resolutions re- 
ported. 


“ And that at half-past Eleven of the 
clock on the 27th day of March next, 


the Speaker shall forthwith put any 


Question necessary to dispose of the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill; and at Seven of the clock on the 
30th day of March next the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary 
to dispose of the Third Reading of that 


| Bill. 


“And that the proceedings on going 
into Supply on the Army Estimates, and 
in Committee, and on Report, of Vote A 
and Vote 1 of those Estimates shall, if 
not previously disposed of, be brought 
to a conclusion in the following manner: 


At half-past Six of the clock on the 
28th day of March next, the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary 
to dispose of the Motion that the Speaker 
leave the Chair on going into Supply on 
the Army Estimates. 


** At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th 
day of March next, the Chairman shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary 
to dispose of Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Army Estimates in Committee. 


** At Eleven of the clock on the 30th day 
of March next, the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to 
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dispose of the Report of the Resolutions 
with respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of the 
Army Estimates. 


“Until the Business to which this Order 
relates is concluded the consideration of 


the Business of Supply at any Sitting | 


at which Government Business has pre- 
cedence shall not be anticipated by a 
Motion for Adjournment, and no dilatory 
Motion shall be received on proceedings 
on that Business, and the Business shall 


Order. 
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on Report,’ of Vote A and Vote 1 of those 
Estimates, shall, if not previously disposed of, 
he brought to a conclusion in the following 
manner: 


“At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th 
day of March next, the Speaker shall forthwith 
put every Question necessary to dispose of the 
Motion that the Speaker leave the Chair on 
going into Supply on the Army Estimates. 

“At half-past Six of the clock on the 29th 
day of March next, the Chairman shall forthwith 
put every Question necessary to dispose of 


| Vote A and Vote 1 of the Army Estimates in 


. lat! | Committee. 
not be interrupted under any Standing | 


relates 1s concluded no Business other | 
than Business of Supply shall be taken | 
at any Sitting at which Government 


Business has precedence.’—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


* At eleven of the clock on the 30th day of 
March next, the Speaker shall forthwith put 


ee : i . | every Question necessary to dispose of the 
“Until the Business to which this Order | Ai : 


Report of the Resolutions with respect to Vote 
A and Vote | of the Army Estimates.” 


Amendment proposed. 


‘In line 32, to leave out lines 32 to 44. 


inclusive.” —(.Vajor Seely.) 


«In line 6, to leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and | 


insert the word ‘Seven.’ ”—( Mr. Whitley.) 
Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 

word ‘ Five’ stand part of the Question.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 


SEELY moved to leave out 
in order that no 
should exist 


Masor 
Vote 1, 
standing 


as to Vote 7 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out to the words 
‘Vote 1.’ in line 33, stand part of the 


| Question.” 


misunder- | 


for forage provisions and _ stores being | 


substituted, and to the 
Minister's undertaking that the whole 
week from April 5rd would be given to 
discuss Vote 1. If it were not in order 
to discuss the matter of South African 
on that Vote the 
lose an opportunity of discussing it as 
a non-contentious Vote, but he understood 


as 


stores 


Prime | 


House would | 


that they were to have some other day | 


than in the week beginning on April 3rd. 
He understood that they were to discuss 
Vote 7 in the ordinary way and that the 


whole week from April 3rd would be given | 


to the discussion of Vote 1, when they 
could raise the vital question concerning 
the Government Army policy. He be- 
lieved that was in accordance with the 
wishes of hon. Members on both sides 
of the House. He moved the Amendment 


in order to fully understand the terms | 


which the Prime Minister explained 
to the House before the adjournment. He 
moved to omit the following words :-— 


‘And that the proceedings on going into Supply 
on the Army Estimates, and in Committee, and 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
no correction to make on his previous 
statement. The hon. Member had sug- 
gested that he had given a pledge that 
the discussion on Vote | should oceupy the 
whole of the week following April 3rd. 
He was not sure the House would desire 
the whole of that time, but he would 
undertake that nothing else but Army 
Estimates should be put down on Govern- 
ment days until the Vote was disposed of, 
unless the discussion should be exhausted. 


Mr. ASQUITH understood that instead 
of Vote A and Vote 1 they would have 
Vote Aand Vote 7. It was very desirable 
that the position should be clearly stated. 
He understood that Vote 1 would be the 
first order on April 3rd, and that the 
whole of the Government time during 
that week would be given to its discus- 
sion if necessary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, but 
the Vote shall be finished. 


Mr. ASQUITH said he understood that 
the second part of the undertaking was 
that the Government would give a special 
day to discuss the South African con- 
tracts and the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General’s Report upon them. Further, 
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that would be an early day ; before Easter, 
if possible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
quarrel with that statement, but he 
thought the House would probably de- 
sire to take the advice of the Public 
Accounts Committee as to the time they 
would discuss that matter. As soon as 
the House had full information, which 
the Opposition would desire, he was ready 
to discuss it. 


Mr. ASQUITH: When we think the 


state of information is such as to allow a 
discussion the Prime Minister will be pre- 
pared to give a day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Within a day 
or two. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked if the extra days 
would be regarded as allotted days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the discus- 
sion on Vote A and Vote 1 would be 
allotted days. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that two of the 
days, which were only half days, could 
not be allotted days. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that only 
full days would be regarded as allotted 
days. It was not intended to give more 
time out of the session for the discussion 
of Supply. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that in that case 
he did not see that they were getting any- 
thing at all. Supply was always put 
down in accordance with the wishes of the 
Opposition ; and if the Opposition asked 
for five days to discuss the Army they 
would get it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that if 
everything were to be squeezed out in 
favour of one Estimate it would be an- 
other matter. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that, personally, 
he should object to so much time being 
given to the Army. He did not think the 
House desired it. They had, however, a 


Mr. Asquith. 


{COMMONS} 





(Supply, &c.) 312 


promise from the right hon. Gentleman 


‘that the two half days would not be 


counted as allotted days. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked whether they were to wait until 
then for the names of the defaulting 
contractors, . 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that his 
right hon. friend informed him that the 


‘names were already given. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARrNoutD-ForsteEr, Belfast, 
W.) said the Question on the subject was 
not reached in the Questions. but the 
Answer would appear in the Votes on 
the morrow. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that he 
thought in the circumstances the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife would be well advised 
to close with the bargain, especially 
as the minority were deprived of the 
assistance of the cohort from Ireland 
who were celebrating their national 
festival elsewhere. He thought they 
had succeeded in making a bargain with 
the Government ; but although the com- 
promise had been accepted it could not be 
said in any way to remove the rooted 
objection the minority had to the manner 
in which they had been treated. He ad- 
mitted that the right hon. Gentleman had 


‘endeavoured to show a conciliatory spirit, 


and had made a real and substantial con- 
cession ; but that did not alter the deep 
injury inflicted on the procedure of the 
House of Commons by the Resolution. 

Mr. WHITLEY asked whether 
the Secretary of State’s statement 
on money matters would be made 
on the Motion to get Mr. Speaker out 
of the Chair, or on Vote A under the 
guillotine, or on Vote 1. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR said that, subject 
to modification, the present intention 
of his right hon. friend was to make the 
statement on Vote A. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question amended, in line 33, by 
66 mr 99 


leaving out “1” and inserting “7”; 
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in line 40, by leaving out “1” 


scm. 
> 


inserting ‘7 and in 


leaving out “£1” and inserting “7 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tyme 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
salearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r. 
salfour, Rt Hn, Gerald W.( Leeds 
salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
s;anbury, Sir Frederick George 
,anner, John 8S. Harmood 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundett, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 
3rodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
3ull. William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
(live, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dilrymple, Sir Charles 
Divenport, W. Bromley 
Divies, SirHoratio D.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher. William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
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and | Main Question, put, as amended. 
line 44, by | 
.’—| The House divided :—Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 
129. (Division List No. 63.) 
AYES. 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elgin Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir James(StatfordsN W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J.F(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L. W.(MileEnd) 
Lawson, John Grant( YorksN.R 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis Wiliam 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 





M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
2olleston, Sir John F. L. 7 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Turnour, Viscount 
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Vincent,ColSir C.E.H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall | 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George | 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton | 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sB‘chs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts ) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| 


Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil | 


Ordered, That, in order to 


the Law, the proceedings necessary to 
dispose of any Supplementary Estimates 
and Vote A and Vote 1 of the Estimates 
for the Navy, and of the Ways and Means 
Resolutions consequential thereon, shall, 
if not previously disposed of, be brought 
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| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


| Langley, Batty 
| Layland- Barratt, Francis 


| Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
| Levy, Maurice 


| M‘Crae, George 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Murphy, John 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| Priestley, Arthur 
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Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 
Hayter,Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. | 


' Helme, Norval Watson | 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry | 
Horniman, Frederick John | 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall ) 


Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin | 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. | 
Moss, Samuel | 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Mara, James | 
| Partington, Oswald 

| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| 


Rea, Russell 


comply with 
consideration, 


Estimates, 
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Wylie, Alexander 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
| Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Slack, John Bamford 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


| Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitfe 


Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan} 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, A. Walters (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wood, James 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’rst'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


and 


Herbert Gladstone 
Mr. Causton. 


sary to dispose of the Vote then under 


and shall then forthwith 


put the Question that the total amount 
of the outstanding Votes for the Civil 
Service Supplementary 
granted for the services defined in those 
and 


Estimates be 


also forthwith 


shall 


to a conclusion in the manner hereinafter put every other Question necessary to 
dispose of those Votes. 


mentioned : 


At half-past Five of the clock on the | 
2ist day of March next, the Chairman | 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 


As soon as the Resolutions so disposed 
| of are reported to the House, the House 
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shall forthwith resolve itself into Com- 
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(Enfield and Sparkb rook). 318 
At Eleven of the clock on the 30th 


mittee of Ways and Means, and the day of March next the Speaker shall 


Chairman shall forthwith ;put every 
Question necessary to dispose of any 
Resolutions proposed in that Committee. 


At Ten of the clock on the 23rd day 
of March next the Speaker shall forth- 
with put every Question necessary to 
dispose of the Report of the Resolution 
then under consideration, and shall then 
forthwith put the Question that the House 
doth agree with the Committee in all 
Resolutions reported in respect of the 
Civil Service Supplementary Estimatés, 
and shall then put a like Question on the 
Resolution reported with respect to the 
Supplementary Estimates for the Army, 
and on the Resolutions reported with 
respect to Vote A and Vote 1 of the Ksti- 
mates for the Navy. 


On the consideration of the Report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put the 
(Juestion that the House do agree with the 
Committee in the Resolutions reported. 


And that at half-past Eleven of the 
clock on the 27th day of March next, 
the Speaker shall forthwith put any 
Question necessary to dispose of the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated 
Fund Bill; and at Seven of the clock on 
the 30th day of March next the Speaker 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of the Third Reading 
of that Bill. 


And that the proceedings on going into 
Supply on the Army Estimates, and in 
Committee, and on Report, of Vote A 
and Vote 7 of those Kstimates shall, 
if not previously disposed of, be brought 
toa conclusion in the following manner : 


At half-past Six of the clock on the 28th 
dav of March next the Speaker shall 
forthwith put every Question necessary 
to dispose of the Motion that the Speaker 
leave the Chair on going into Supply on 
the Army Estimates. 


At half-past Six of the clock on the 
29th day of March next the Chairman 
shall forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of Vote A and Vote 7 of 
the Army Kstimates in Committee. 

VOL. CXL. [fourru Sexiszs.] 


forthwith put every Question necessary 
to dispose of the Report of the Resolu- 
tions with respect to Vote A and Vote 7 
of the Army Estimates. 


Until the Business to which this Order 
relates is concluded the consideration 
of the Business of Supply at any Sitting 
at which Government Business has 
precedence shall not be anticipated by a 
Motion for Adjournment, and no dilatory 
Motion shall be received on proceedings 
on that Business, and the Business shall 
not be interrupted under any Standing 
Order. 


Until the Business to which this Order 
relates is concluded no Business other 
than Business of Supply shall be taken 
at any Sitting at which Government 
Business has precedence. 


SMALL ARMS DEPARTMENT (ENFIELD 
AND SPARKBROOK). 


Address for Return showing :— 
“(1) The average number of persons 


employed at the Small Arms Department 
at Kntield, and the Manufacturing De- 


| partment at Sparkbrook, respectively, 


tor each of the last ten years, 1895 to 
1904, inclusive, showing, separately, the 
number of the administrative and clerical 
staff and of the artisans and labourers. 


(2) The rate of wages paid to the 
principal classes of workmen at the two 
Departments above-named, respectively. 

(3) The rates of sick pay, pension 
allowance, or bonus, at the two Depart- 
ments, respectively, if they differ in any 
way. 


(4) The price of coal at the two fac- 
tories respectively, giving, if possible, 
the average price per ton per annum 
for the same quality for the last five 
years. 


“(5) The number of small arms, 
whether rifles or pistols, of any kind 
turned out in each year by the two fac- 


tories respectively. 
‘ 


L 
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(6) The amount expended during 
the years 1902-3 and 1903-4 at Spark- 
brook, in the Manufacturing Department, 
on new buildings, machinery, engines, 
and boilers. 


Adjour ament 


“(7) The same for the Small Arms 
Department at Enfield. 


**(8) The cost of the same class of 
rifle made during the last ten years at 
Enfield and Sparkbrook, respectively. 


(9) The amount of fixed charges, 
including rent, rates and taxes, contri- 
butions to or provision for religious 
worship and secular instruction, deprecia- 
tion on buildings and machinery, interest 
on capital, ete., debited to the Small 
Arms Department at Enfield and to the 
Manufacturing Department at Spark- 
wood, respectively, for each of the last 
five years.” —(Mr. J. Chamberlain.) 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
desired to make a personal statement 
on the granting of this Return, In 
consequence of the appeal made by 
Mr. Speaker a few he 
did not pursue his objection to this 
Return any further, but he wished to 
express his regret that the (rovern- 
ment had not seen their way to grant 
the Return for which he asked, in 
regard to the Small Arms Department 
(Sparkbrook) and which, in his opimon, 
was necessary for a complete statement 
on the matter. He did not think they 
ought to grant one Return without 
presenting the House with the whole 
information on the matter. 


nights ago, 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Copy ordered, “‘ of Statement showing 
the aggregate amount of the liabilities 
of the Government to depositors in Post 
Office Savings Banks on the 3lst day of 
December, 1903, and the nature and 
amount of the securities held by the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
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National Debt to meet those liabilities 
at that date.”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896 
(GRANTS TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Return ordered, ‘“ showing the amount 

payable to each of the local authorities 
in England and Wales who receive a 
share of the Annual Grant under the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896.”—(Mr. 
Jesse Collings.) 


*Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
ActanD-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton), in moving the adjournment of 


the House, said it might be for the 
convenience of hon. Members if he 


stated that the Vote on Account 
would be taken as the First Order on 
Monday. The first Vote would be that 
for the Irish Land Commission, the 
second that for the Colonial Office, and 
the third that for the Local Government 
Board. He hoped that would suit the 


convenience of the House. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
said the last Report they had of the Land 
Commission was for 1903, and they had 
not yet received the Report of the Estates 
Commissioners for the past eighteen 
months. How did the right hon. Gentle- 





man expect them to discuss the proceed- 
}ings of the Land Commission if the 
| Government persistently refused to give 
information to the House ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he sympathised with the hon. Gentle- 
man in what he said as to the necessity 
of accelerating the publication of the 
Report, but he felt bound to say that the 
Vote was put down for Monday after 
consultation with him, and, indeed, at his 
request. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before One o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


City of London Electric Lighting Com- 
pany Bill [x.L.]; East London and Lower 
Thames Electric Power Bill [u.u.]. Leave 
given to the Select Committee to consoli- 
date the Bills into one Bill. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Member. 


ROYAL SCOTTISH MUSEUM. 
Report by the Director on the Royal 
Scottish Museum, Edinburgh, for the 
year 1904, 


revision by the 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


(ieneral Reports for the year 1904, by 
the Chief Inspectors of the Western 
Division of Scotland; the Southern 
Division of Scotland. 


ech indicates 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 
Report on Manuscripts in the Welsh 
language. Vol. I., Part III., and Vol. IL., 
= Part III. 


a Spe 


ment of 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to he on the Table. 


COMMMNECTICE 


at the 


NEW BILL. 
" re 
m WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL [1.1]. 
t A Bill to amend and extend the 


: Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 
‘1900. Was presented by the Lord Belper; 
< read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* 
on Tuesday the 4th of April next. 
(No. 31.) 


1s 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, the Bill 
that I have just presented is rather a 
complicated one, and I therefore ask 
leave to lay on the Table a Paper 
showing how the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Acts, 1897 and 1900, will read as 
amended by this Bill. The Paper will 


Lords in examining the Bill. 
VOL. CXLITI, [Fourtu Ssrtes.] 
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| WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, 
1897 anv 1900. 

Paper showing how the said Acts will 
read as amended by the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill [H.L.] (presented to 
the House this day), Ordered to be 
laid before the House.—( The Lord Belper.) 


DECK-LOADS ON BRITISH SHIPS. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I rise 
to call attention to the continued practice 
of British ships carrying deck-loads across 
the Atlantic in winter time, and to ask 
whether all hope of the safety of the 
steamers ‘‘ Nutfield ” and ‘‘ Freshtield ” 
has now been abandoned ; whether these 
steamers carried deck-loads of timber, 
and, if so, what was the extent of the 
deck-load in each case; whether it is 
a fact that owing to her dangerous con- 
dition the ‘‘ Freshfield”? was compelled 
to put in to a port in America to dis- 
charge part of her deck cargo before 
continuing her voyage; and whether it 
is intended by the Board of Trade to 
order a formal investigation into the con- 
dition of both steamers when leaving port. 


Last session I introduced a Bill to 
your Lordships, the object of which was 
to prohibit the carriage of deck-loads of 
timber across the Atlantic in the winter- 
time, and I drew attention to the serious 

‘disasters and loss of life which have 
occurred in consequence of carrying these 
deck-loads. [dealt with the extraordinary 
anomaly that the Merchant Shipping 
Act prevents these deck-loads being 

carried in the winter-time to any port 
in the United Kingdom. I therefore, 
I think, justifiably contended that if, as 
the law assumes, It is dangerous to carry 
these deck-loads to the United Kingdom, 
it must, as a matter of course, be equally 
dangerous to carry them to the Continent. 

To show the absurdity of the law as it 
stands I will read two extracts from a 
letter I received yesterday from the 
Merchant Service Guild. The secretary 
writes— 

*“*On March 2nd last, at Glasgow, the cap- 
tain of the steamer ‘ Tritonia’ was fined £2 for 
carrying a log of timber measuring 160 cubic 
feet on deck. Had this man made 4 voyage 
to the Continent instead of Glasgow, the law 
would have allowed him to carry six or seven 
hundred tons on deck.” 

In fact, my Lords, the law places no 

limit on what he might carry to the 


M 
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Continent, although declaring it to be 
dangerous to carry deck-loads in winter- 
time to the United Kingdom. Again, the 
secretary to the Merchant Service Guild 
writes— 

“We understand that another vessel laden 
with a deck cargo of timber is hopelessly over- 
due. This is the ‘Mars,’ from Pensacola to the 
Continent, but as she is a German vessel the 
Board of Trade can do nothing. This is one 
more illustration of the possible effect of a 
vessel carrying a deck-load in the winter-time.” 

The Merchant Shipping Act is evaded 
by these ships, which carry the deck 
cargoes to the Continent in the winter, 
and then come to the United Kingdom 
to discharge the remainder of the cargo. 
At the conclusion of the debate last year 
I appealed to your Lordships to pass my 
Bill, drawing attention to the fact that the 
winter was coming on, and that whilst the 
Legislature was hesitating further unjustifi- 
able sacrifice of life was likely to take place. 
In a House of thirty-nine, I was honoured 
by the support of thirteen noble Lords, 

. which encourages me to think that I 
adduced strong substantiation of my 
case. I had, of course, to deal with the 
stereotyped argument that similar restric- 
tions were not placed on foreign ships ; 
but I again insist that if foreign ships 
are permitted to sail in an unseaworthy 
condition that is absolutely no reason 
for allowing British ships to do likewise. 

The winter-time is now passing, and, 
so far as I understand, two steamers, the 
‘“ Nutfield”’ and the ‘* Freshfield,” carry- 
ing cargoes of timber from the United 
States to the Continent are missing 
with all hands. I do not desire to 
anticipate matters, or to make charges 
unless [ have ample foundation. I 
trust vour Lordships will agree with 
me that we should have full information 
as to the seaworthiness, or otherwise, 
of these steamers when they left port, 
and that the Board of Trade should 
order a strict investigation in order to 
ascertain, if possible, the source whence 
these catastrophes arose, I should add. 
in conclusion, that the Merchant 
Service Guild, which represents over a 
third of the British captains and officers 
in the merchant service, have urged me 
to assist them in so amending the Jaw 
as to prohibit a practice which the law 
itself condemns but does not in all cases 
forbid. It seems to me that the gentle- 
men who command and officer vessels 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 
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carrying deck cargoes of timber are best 
able to appreciate the dangers and risks 
they are wrongfully exposed to in follow- 
ing their employment, and that their 
opinions, instead of being ignored as at 
present, should receive due and careful 
consideration, 


THe Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, I took part in the discussion last 
year upon the Bill which was introduced 
by the noble Lord who has just sat down, 
and upon that occasion I voted against 
his Bill. I did so very reluctantly, as | 
stated to the House, but I was desirous 
of affording a good opportunity to His 
Majesty’s Government, if possible, to 
enter into arrangements with foreign 
countries which would have enabled a 
uniform system in regard to this matter 
of deck-loads to be introduced. I rise 
now for the purpose of asking whether 
any communications with foreign coun- 
tries have taken place since that period, 
and, if so, with what result. I am bound 
to say that though | was prepared last 
year to wait for the outcome of those 
communications, I might take a different 
view if those negotiations have had no 
result whatever. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD ox 
TRADE (The Marquess of SaLisBury): 
My Lords, I do not think that His 
Majesty’s Government have any reason 
to complain of the interest taken in this 
question. Undoubtedly any circum- 
stances affecting the lives of those engaged 
in our mercantile marine are of the 
highest interest to Parliament, but I 
think I shall be able to show that the 
evil to which the noble Lord has called 
attention, though a real one, has been to 
some extent exaggerated. In answer to 
the Question on the Paper, I have to say 
that the steamship ‘“Nutfield’’ left 
Norfolk, Virginia, on December 12th, and 
has now been posted at Lloyd’s in the 
ordinary course of their business as 
vessel long overdue. The “ Freshfield” 
has not yet been posted. It passed 
Cape Henry on February 7th, and has 
not since been heard of. No doubt, both 
of these vessels, although I have not got 
it as yet on absolute authority, had deck 
cargoes, and, as is mentioned in the 
Question, the ‘ Freshfield” is reported as 
having discharged part of her cargo in an 
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American port. Although both these | 


vessels have not been posted at Lloyd’s, 
the Board of Trade have resolved that 
an inquiry is due, and it has been ordered 
in both cases. 


It was said in the debate last year 
that we were unable to extend the law 
relating to these deck cargoes in the case 
of British vessels entering British ports 
to the case of British vessels trading 
between foreign ports because of the 
competition to which they are exposed, 
but [ do not desire to lay too much stress 
on that point. The lives of British 
subjects are so important that it is not 
proper to dwell upon that point too 
much. At the same time, it is fair to 
say that there is an obvious objection to 
placing unnecessary restrictions upon 
British vessels when they are actually in 
competition with foreign vessels. The 
question is whether these restrictions 
which the noble Lord urges us to impose 
are necessary or not. No one in your 
Lordships’ House knows better than the 
noble Lord who has called attention to 
this question that by the law of England 
no British ship is allowed to go to sea in 
an unseaworthy condition; but one of 
the most difficult things in the world to 
prove is whether a ship is in an un- 
seaworthy condition or not. 


Now, what is the extent of this evil ? 
The shipping trade in timber is a very large 
and growing trade. Many hundreds of 
British ships are engaged in it. How 
many vessels have been lost? The noble 
Lord dealt with steamers, and I think he 
was quite right in so doing, because the 
sailing-vessel trade is a diminishing one. 
There are fewer sailing vessels engaged 
in the timber trade every year, and it 
will eventually be nothing but a steamer 
trade. There has not been more than 
one steamer a year lost of those vessels 
in the timber trade passing between 
foreign ports except in the year 1899. 
Last year one vessel was lost, and this 
year there has been one—-two altogether 
--involving the loss of about twenty-five 
lives in each case. It is impossible to 
overlook the fact that the trade in which 
these sailors are engaged is a dangerous 
one. But the loss of one steamer in 
each year, and twenty-five lives in each 
case, does not appear to me to be a very 
large or formidable evil. 


The question is whether Parliament is 
called upon to legislate on this subject so 
as to prevent the loss of twenty-five lives. 
No one can have a doubt that if this could 
be done reasonably the remedy would be 
undertaken; but when dealing with so 
small an evil the question of competition 
has, to some extent, to be considered. 
In addition to that feature there is the 
practical side of the subject. How are 
we to control British ships trading 
between foreign ports? We have no 
technical officials on the spot; there are 
no Board of Trade officers in foreign 
ports; and therefore the difficulty of 
putting in force the restrictions which 
exist in the case of ships trading with 
the United Kingdom against those 
ships wholly engaged in foreign trade is 
almost insurmountable. I believe that 
on the whole shipowners are an admir- 
able class of men who carry out their 
work with a due regird to the sanctity 
of human life. But there are, of course, 
in every trade some members who do not 
come up to the high standard of the vast 
majority. There are, no doubt, in the 
shipping trade one or two such owners ; 
and it is earnestly to be hoped that the 
only real remedy will be applied—namely, 
that the shipowners themselves will take 
care that those who are employed by 
them are not exposed to unnecessary 
risk, and that the influence of criticism 
may have the effect of bringing up the 
exceptions to the high standard of tne 
general body. [I trust that the debates 
in your Lordships’ House will have an 
effect on those who are not of so high 
a standard as the general body of ship- 
owners, and in that way apply a real 
and final remedy for the evil to which 
my noble friend has called attention. 


In answer to the noble Marquess, I 
have to say that no communication has 
taken place between the Foreign Office 
and foreign countries on this subject 
lately. There were, however, as the 
noble Marquess well knows, inquiries at 
a former period. We have not found 
that on questions of this kind foreign 
countries are very willing to second the 
efforts of the British authorities. Their 
merchant marine is constituted on a 
much smaller scale than ours, and they 
probably feel the effects of competition 
, at least as much as we do, and are thus 
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merchant service. 
something to be said for the noble Mar- 
quess’s suggestion, and I am now in 
communication with my noble friend the 
Secretary of State to see whether we 
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reluctant to place restrictions on their | 
But we think there is | 
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his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the Houso, 
| he had been instructed to move that the 
said Vivian B. Lewes do attend the said 
Committee on Monday next, at Eleven 
_of the clock. 


cannot address some kind of circular | 


inquiry to countries on the 


subject. 


foreign 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [1.1.]. 

Read 3* (according to order). An 
Amendment made. Bill passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five o’clock, to Mon- 


Ordered, That Vivian B. Lewes do 
attend the Committee on Group B of 
Private Bills on Monday next, at Eleven 
| of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 


Captain JessEL reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group D of Private Bills; 
That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned until] Tuesday next, at 
half-past Eleven o’clock. 


day next, a quarter before | 


Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 17th March, 1905. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 4A). 


Mr. AcG-GaRDNER reported from the 
Committee on Group A of Private Bills; 
' That, for the convenience of narties, the 
‘Committee had adjourned until Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Pe- 
titions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, referred on the 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


a ee 


PETITIONS, 


| COAL MINES EMPLOYMENT BILL. 
Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon the 


Table. 


First Reading thereof, Standing Order | 


62 has been complied with, viz. :—Shrop- 


shire and Worcestershire Electric Power | 


Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 


time. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 
Read the third time, and | 


(No. 1) Bill. 
passed. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 


Mr. CawLey reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group B of Private Bills; 
That the parties promoting the South 


Metropolitan Gas Bill had stated that | 
the evidence of Vivian B. Lewes, Pre- | 


fessor of Chemistry at the Royal Naval 
College, Greenwich, was essential to their 


case; and, it having been proved that , 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| 


| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report on Manu- 

'seripts in the Welsh Language. Vol. I., 

Part III., and Vol. IJ., Part III. [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL SCOTTISH MUSEUM. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Director on the Royal Scottish Museum, 
Edinburgh, for the year 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 


Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Western 
Division of Scotland for the year 1904 
|by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report 
by the Chief Inspector of the Southern 
Division of Scotland for the year 1904 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SANITARY INSPECTORS AND IN- 
SPECTORS OF WORKSHOPS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 15th February; Sir Charles 
Dilke]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 87.] 


AFRICA (No. 2, 1905). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
possibilities of Cotton Growing in the 
East Africa Protectorate for 1904 (in 
continuation of No. 606, Miscellaneous 


Series) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 16th March; Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish]; to lie upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Unsatisfactory Small Arms Ammunition. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
what reply, if any, has yet been sent to the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General respect- 
ing the 50,000,000 rounds of small arm 
ammunition returned from South Africa 
as unfit; whether he can now state the 


names of the firms supplying the ammuni- | 


tion; and what is proposed to be done 
with the surplus of this rejected ammuni- 
tion not already expended in field prac- 
tice, having regard to the statement at 
page 256 of the | ‘Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General that even in field 
practice the cartridges are unsatisfactory 
and in some instances dangerous. 


(Answered by Mr. 


Forster.) A reply was sent to the 
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22nd _ ultimo. 
The ammunition was collected from all 
sources at the endof the campaign. The 
origin of manufacture cannot, therefore, 


| be traced. Of the rounds still available 


30,000,000 can be re-made at a cost of 
about £1,200 per 1,000,000. 


Missing Mules. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can now give any information as to what 
became of the 841 mules, out of a ship- 
ment of 999 from New Orleans, which 
were landed at Beira, as described at 
page 12 of the third Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee, 1904, and were lost 
on the march from Beira to Marandallas 
on the way to the Rhodesian Field 
Force. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Further information has been 
obtained showing that 857 mules were 
actually landed at Beira, the balance 
having died on the voyage as the result 
of an outbreak of glanders. Further 
losses and deaths occurred during the 
journey through Portugese territor‘. 
From reports rendered by the officer in 
charge of the transport of the Rhodesian 
Field Force it appeared that about 1,700 
mules reached Marandallas and were 
taken over for service with the force. 
But the exact numbers cannot be given. 
I am informed that the returns in which 
that officer should have accounted for the 
number of animals received by him were 
lost in South Africa. 


South African War Stores. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will lay Papers showing the instances in 
which rations, stores, and supplies gener- 
ally despatched to South Africa during 
1899, 1900, and 1901 were destroyed or 
returned as unfit in quality or short in 
amount, with the reason for their destruc- 
tion or return, and the names of the 
contractors supplying such stores in each 
case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) I am afraid that [ cannot 


) undertake to give a Return of all such 
Secretary Arnold- | 


cases, but I will ascertain whether, with- 


out throwing excessive labour on the War 
\ 
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Department, it be possible to give infor- 
mation in respect to all cases involving a 
loss of £5,000 or upwards. 


Irish Language in the Post Office, 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that an Irish 
speaker who required a postcard in the 
month of August last, at the post 
office of Cliiden, Connemara, one of the 
most Irish-speaking districts of Ireland, 
had to draw a picture of the postcard 
before he could make the official under- 
stand what he required; whether any 
complaint was received on the subject; 
and can he say what steps will be taken 
to prevent the recurrence of such incon- 
venience to the public. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
Member appears to have been misin- 
formed. I find the fact is that last 
autumn a person who is described as an 
“Trish-Language Organiser,” and who 
was able to speak English perfectly well, 
asked in Irish for a postcard, which was 
supplied to him as soon as the sub-post- 
master guessed what he wanted. No 
picture was drawn, and no complaint 
made, except that the applicant abused 
the sub-postmaster. He subsequently 
conversed with him in English. The 
incident was not reported. It is not in 
my power to take steps which will pre- 
vent the manufe sture of artificial griev- 
ances. 


Railway Sub-Offices—Distances from 
Chief Post Offices. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he can state the distance be- 
tween the municipal borough, classed as 
railway sub-office, and the chief office in 
each of the following cases, viz., Gilling- 
ham (Kent), Ilkeston, and Wallsend. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Gilling- 
ham is approximately one and a half 
miles from the Chatham Post Office; 
Ilkeston eight miles from «he Notting- 
ham Post Office; and Wallsend four 
miles from the Newcastle Post Office. 


Post Office and Distribution of Money 
Lenders’ Circulars. 


Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the Postmaster- 
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General if he will consider the possibility 
of making, and, if practicable, make 
regulations to prevent the Post Office 
being made the medium of distribution 
for letters, circulars, and other communi- 
cations from money lenders or their 
agents offering to make advances of cash 
to the addressees of such letters, circulars, 
or communications, 


(Answered;by Lord Stanley.) I regret] 
have, up to now, been able to find no 
means by which I can stop a practice 
which I much deplore and would wil- 
lingly stop. 


Irish Schools Teaching Irish, French, and 
Latin. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state the number of 
schools in Ireland which teach the Irish, 
French, and Latin languages; and what 
is the scale of fees charged for these extra 
subjects respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Ac- 
cording to the latest available Returns 
the number of schools in which Irish, 
French, and Latin, respectively, are 
taught is as follows: Irish, 2,018; 
French, 193; Latin, 109. No statistics 
are available as to the number of 
schools in which these subjects form 
part of the ordinary day-school cur- 
riculum; nor as to the scale of fees 


‘charged to the pupils for instruction in 


these branches as extra subjects. The 
Commissioners pay fees to the teachers 
for instruction in these branches as extra 
subjects according to the following 
scale :—Irish, 10s. per pupil, per annum, 
French, 5s. per pupil, per annum; Latin, 
5s. per pupil, per annum. 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Case of Head 
Constable James Reid. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he can say what was the nature of the 
district inspector’s report of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary depot against Head 
Constable James Reid, which caused his 
transfer to county Galway; did the 
head constable get any opportunity of 
refuting the statements in the report; 
and is he aware that the head constable 
is now stationed where he is compelled 
to send his children to a convent school. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) On 
January Ist, 1900, the head constable was 
appointed assistant police instructor. On 
29th July, 1902, he was informed that, 
as the superior post of police instructor 
was in future to be held for a definite 
term of three years, a similar rule would 
apply to the post of assistant. In accord- 
ance with that ruling the head constable 
reverted to the ordinary duties of his 
rank on January Ist, 1903, and was 
allocated to Loughrea, county Galway. 
No report was made against him. The 
head constable, having passed the neces- 
sary examination, is about to be pro- 
moted to the rank of district inspector, 
and will then be allocated to another 
district. Nocomplaint has been received 
from him to the effect mentioned in the 
concluding part of the Question. 


Army Estimates—Vote 1. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): ‘To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
is the total amount included in Vote 1 
of the Estimates that is paid to warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men: and what was the amount in the 
Estimates for the year ending March 31st, 
1899, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The amount included in Vote 1, 
1905-6, for emoluments of warrant 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and 
men, borne on regimental establishments, 
including Army Reserve, is approximately 
£8,400,000. The corresponding amount 
in Estimates 1898-9 was £5,700,000. 
There are, besides, a number of military 
subordinates employed in schools of 
instruction, staff offices, etc., not included 
in the above figures. 


Erection of Pier in Sharfleet Creek—. 
Damage to Oyster Fishery. 

Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the War Office will, with a view 
to a settlement, grant Mr. W. H. William- 
son, the claimant for damages arising 
from the erection of a pier in Sharfleet 
Creek Oyster Fishery, the privilege of 
submitting his claims to a competent 
tribunal, which request has also been 
made to the War Office by the Oyster 
Merchants’ Committee assembled at Fish- 
mongers Hall, and, further, under what 
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Act of Parliament was the pier in question 
erected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Mr. Williamson has _ been 
already informed that the Secretary of 
State for War is not prepared to submit 
the matter to arbitration. To the in- 
formation already communicated to 
Mr. Williamson I have nothing further 
to add. 


Jam Contracts for South Africa. 

Str JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, at the time the orders for 
the supply of jam to South Africa were 
placed by the War Office through the 
Agents-General for the Colonies, any 
communication or report was made by 
such Agents to the War Office as to the 
names of the parties supplying, and as 
to the terms and conditions of such 
supply; and, if not, when and how did 
the War Office first become aware 
thereof. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) As the orders were placed 
with the Colonial authorities through 
their Agents-General the names of the 
firms who enabled the colony to carry 
out its engagements did not concern the 
War Office. The Colonies did not, as a 
rule, furnish such information. The 
terms and conditions of supply were 
settled between the War Office and the 
Agents-General. In some cases nominal 
weights were agreed to, in other cases 
net weights were specified. The present 
inquiry was raised by the fact that certain 
stocks of jam in South Africa, which 
were regarded as consisting of net 
weights, were subsequently reported to 
contain only nominal weights. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War when, 
by whom, and why, were the orders for 


jam supplied to South Africa placed with 
the Agents-General for the Colonies. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Orders were placed at various 
dates bet wecn November, 1900, ana April, 
1902. They were placed by the Director 
of Contracts under instructions from the 
Secretary of State for War, and with 
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the consent of the Quartermaster-| COAL MINES EMPLOYMENT BILL. 
General. The object in view was to [Seconp Reap1No.] 


meet the requirements of the troops in 
South Africa, and, at the pressing request 
cf the Colonial Governments, to give 
the Colonics an opportunity of partici- 
pating in the contracts for supplies. 


Transvaal War Contribution Loan. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether there has been any correspond- 
ence between the Colonial Office and the 
High Commissioner, or between the 
Colonial Office and the guarantors, with 
regard to the issue of the Transvaal 
War Contribution Loan since January, 
1904; and what hus been the purport 
of such correspondence. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
There has been no _ correspondence 
between the Colonial Office and the 
guarantors since January, 1904, excepting 
a reply dated February 10th, 1904, to 
their letter of 6th January, published 
at page 181 of Cd. 1895, stating that 
the further consideration of the arrange- 
ments for the issue of the first instal- 
ment must be postponed for the present. 
I am not prepared to state the purport 
of any correspondence on this subject 
between the Colonial Office and Lord 
Milner, these communications having 
been of a strictly confidenéial nature. 


Revenue and Expenditure of Transvaal 
and Orange River Colony. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: To ask the Secre- 
turv of State for the Colonies what are 
the figures of revenue and expenditure 
of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colony for the eight months ending 
28th February, 1905, also the Inter- 
colonial revenue and expenditure for the 
same period. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The latest figures at my disposal are 
contained in my Answers to the hon. 
Member and to the hon. Member for 
Poplar on the 20thf and 21stt of February 
respectively. Figures up to the end of 
February will not be available for some 
time; but Iam asking by telegram for 
figures to the end of January, which I 
expect are now ready, 





+ See (4) Debates, cxli., 591. 
t See (4) Debates, cxli., 767. 





Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid.) said 
that as he had the honour to represent 
a large mining constituency he felt it 
was not only a duty but a pleasure to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. 
It was a much more moderate measure 
than the larger Bill which had formerly 
been in the hands of those who repre- 
sented the Miners’ Federation of Great 
Britain. This Bill did not deal with 
adult labour. It dealt with the hours of 
boys under eighteen years of age, and 
its object was to limit the working hours 
underground to eight hours per day. 
He was personally in favour of an eight 
hours day for all employed in under- 
ground labour. He believed it was a 
great principle which was at the root 
of the labour question. There was no 
doubt a large minority in the House 
which objected, rightly or wrongly, to 
deal with the question of adult labour. 
Moreover, there were certain Labour 
Members from Northumberland and 
Durham who saw eye to eye with him 
and others on many great labour pro- 
blems, but on this one question of the 
limitation of the hours of those who 
worked underground they were unfortu- 
nately in opposition to them. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
We think you are in opposition to us. 


*Mr. JACOBY assured the hon. Mem- 
ber that on this question he was in a 
hopeless minority. Five out of every six 
of organised miners’ labour leaders were 
in favour of the proposal now submitted 
to the House. The hon. Member could 
not deny that proposition. This was an 
honest proposal on their part to deal with 
the length of hours of boys who worked 
underground. He hardly believed that the 
Labour representatives from Northumber- 
land and Durham approved of a scheme by 
which their men worked seven hours 
and their boys ten hours in the mines. 
His remedy was a simple and moderate 
one. If the hon. Members from the 
North approved of a ten hours day in 
the mines let them say so. If they 


did not approve of it, and if they opposed 
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the remedy he brought before the House, 
he asked them what was their remedy 
for dealing with this vexed question. 
There were 45,000 underground workers 
under the age of eighteen. Of these, 
over 9,000 were employed in the mines 
of Northumberland and Durham. Why 
should eighty per cent. of the young 
people he denied the right of working 
an eight hours day because twenty per 
cent. objected to the proposal. The 
opposition of the mineowners, who were 
only interested in getting as much labour 
as they could from these boys, was not, 
he thought, an opposition that would 
have much weight with the House of 
Commons. It was an interested opposi- 
tion—a question more or less of pounds, 
shillings, and pence. We had arrived at 
the time of day when the rights of 
humanity and the development of young 
life was a fir higher consideration in 
the minds of the Members of the House 


of Commo:s than the sordid desire 
to increase profits ard gain larger 


dividends. He desired that the dis- 
cussion on this matter shou!d be calm 
and business-like, and the one thing 
he wished for was that this grave scandal 
of boys working underground for ten 
hours should be put an end to. In 
other counties there was one shift 
of boys to one shift of men, but in 
Northumberland and Durham they found 
there was one shift of boys to two shifts 
of men. Was the spirit of chivalry dead 
in Northumberland and Durham? [Cries 
of ‘No, no!”] He was very glad to 
hear his hon. friends say so, and he hoped 
they would vote for this Bill. It looked 
very curious that the men there should 
wotk under seven hours and the poor 
unfortunate boys should be kept down 
for ten hours. It was important for the 
physical development and growth of 
those who were, after all, to be the men 
of the future that they should have every 
opportunity given them for physical and 
social improvement. 


No doubt he would be told by 
his friends from the North that 
they would approve of this measure if 
the principle of local option were intro- 
troduced. He did not believe in local 
option for the mining industry. It might 
be all very well for the drink traffic, but 
it was a different thing when they were 
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dealing with the hours of working men. 
They would have one district fighting 
against another and the end would be 
worse than the beginning. They should 
have a feeling manifested—he did not 
say whether on the part of the masters 
or the men—in Northumberland and 
Durham to go on as they were now 
doing. On the other hand, on account 
of the competition, an objection would 
be raised to the measure in the other 
parts of the great coalfields of the 
country, which would prevent it from 
being anything else than waste paper. He 
would ask the representatives of Northum- 
berland and Durham whether they did 
or did not consider ten hours work 
underground too much. If they thought 
it was too much what was their remedy 
for the present state of affairs? This 
Bill could hardly be called a new proposal, 
for it had been discussed in another form 
for mans years. The principle was ex- 
actly the sime. There was no doubt 
that, but tor the difficulty of the ten 
hours day for the boys of Northumber- 
land and Durham, there would have been 
a universal eight hours day for miners 
long ago. The Miners’ Federation of 
Great Britain, representing five-sixths of 
the whole of the organised mining labour 
in the country, and, what was equally 
important, the Trades Union Congress, 
representing all the organised trades in 
the country, were in favour of the change 
proposed by the Bill. 


Why was this Bill brought forward ? 
In the first place they said that 
mining was a dangerous trade. That 
had been recogn'sed by the legislation 
which this House had passed for the 
safety of the life and limb of those 
employed in the mines. Strong as 
that argument was in the case of adults, 
it must be very much stronger in the 
case of those whose physique was form- 
ing, and who would be the future men of 
the country. It was all very well for 
their friends from Northumberland and 
Durhan to say that they could not work 
their mines except on the present system. 
Even if that were so, he would prefer the 
interests of humanity,and especially of the 
young people, to any system. He should 
think very little of the business capacity 
of the hon. Baronet who so worthily 
represented the Chester-le-Street Division 
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of Durham if, when this Bill became 
law, he did not speedily devise a system 
for the management of his numerous 
pits which would be as satisfactory to 
his business as to the boys he employed. 
He was a strong supporter of the legisla- 
tive eight hours day for adults, but he 
considered that it was specially their 
duty to regulate the labour of the young 
who were engaged in dangerous trades. 
There were unfortunately diseases to 
which underground workers were in a 
particular way liable. One of these was 
nystagmus, or night blindness, which 
had been well dealt with by a medical 
manin Derbyshire. This eminent doctor 
said— 

“In the same way that the shorter time that 
& person is in contact with the conditions 
producing the disease the less chance there 
is of a person contracting it, so there is no 
doubt that the shorter the time a miner works 
under defective illumination the less likely is 
he to get miner’s nystagmus. I find at the 
end of the day that the eyes of the men who 
suffer from the disease are worse than at the 
beginning of the shift.” 

There was another disease known as 
worm disease, cases of which had un- 
fortunately been found in Cornwall. 
There had also been a case discovered 
at Glasgow. [An Hon. MemBer: Not in 
coal mines.] Well, in mines. His right 
hon. friend the Member for Forest of 
Dean had dealt with child labour in 
mines, and the House might regard 
this measure as the corollary of that 
useful legislation. He asked the House, 
with confidence, to support this Bill. 
The boys of to-day were the men of 
to-morrow, and it was their solemn duty to 
give them every opportunity of acquit- 
ting themselves in the great battle of 
life and of improving and increasing the 
prestige of this great nation on which 
the sun never sets. 


*Mr. T. RICHARDS (Monmouthshire, 
W.) claimed the indulgence of the House 
in addressing it for the first time. It 
would hardly be necessary, in explaining 
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the provisions of the Bill, to say more | 


than a few words after the lucid 
speech of the hon. Member who intro- 
duced it. What was intended to be 
brought about by this short and simple 
measure was a limitation of working 
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under. The principal Act provided that 
boys of less than sixteen years of age 
should not work underground for more 
than fifty-four hours in one week, or more 
than ten hours in any one day. What 
the Bill now before the House proposed 
to do was to change the age from sixteen 
to eighteen, and the restriction was to 
be applied from ten hours in any one 
day to eight hours during any consecutive 
twenty-four hours. 


Employment Bill. 


Seeing the favourable position which 
his hon. friend had secured in the 
ballot for the introduction of this Bill, 
those who had hitherto supported it 
had been looking forward to securing 
a majority in its favour at its Second 
and also an _ opportunity 
of its becoming law during the present 
session. But after the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Attorney- 
General last Friday in respect to another 
Bill, those hopes had been partially, if 
not altogether, blighted. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Attorney-General then 
told the House that the Second Reading of 
a private Member’s Bill was to be simply 
regarded as a Resolution passed by 
this House. He would very respectfully, 
but, at the same time very sincerely, 
protest, on behalf of the trade unionists 
in the House, against the Second Reading 
of a measure like that of last Friday, 
with its great majority, being treated 
simply as the adoption of a Resolution. 
He also hoped that the Second Reading 
of the present Bill would be passed by 
an equally decisive majority, and that 
that would be treated as something 
more important than the passing of a 
Resolution. If the passing of a Resolu- 
tion did something to remedy the griev- 
ances of the working classes, they would 
have been without an ache or a pain many 
years ago. The earliest recollection he 
had of a resolution for the purpose of 
improving the conditions in which the 
miners of this country worked was passed 
on a hill-side in his school days. He, 
with other boys, was taking an unauthor- 
ised holiday, and seeing a gathering of 
workmen on a hill-side he listened to the 
resolutions discussed and passed by that 
meeting. It was repeated over and over 
again, until it became, in fact, a marching 
song for the boys going to school, and, to 


hours underground to eight per dav ;some extent, fortified them against the 
for boys of eighteen vears of aye and terrors of the inevitable caning to which 
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they were looking forward, when they 
would have done with the terrors, the 
difficulties, and the suffering of school life, 
and had, in fact, become participants in 
the fruits of the resolution—“ eight hours 
work, eight hours play, eight hours sleep, 
and eight shillings a day.’ They had been 
passing that resolution from that time to 
the present. He had had twenty years 
experience in the coal mines, and they were 
not spent in the happy conditions to 
which they looked forward to in his school- 
boy days. Although this Bill proposed 
a limited measure for the boys’ work in 
the mines, he was still a strong believer 
in the old resolution, and that eight hours 
were quite sufficient for any one, what- 
ever his age or constitution, to follow 
an arduous, gloomy, and highly dangerous 
calling. He wanted the House to remem- 
ber, so far as Resolutions were concerned, 
that an Eight Hours Bill had been read 
a second time by this House on three 
separate occasions by large majorities; 
and he hoped when this limited measure 
had been introduced, referring to boys 
under the age of eighteen years, that 
it would be passed by a large majority. 


This question had been so often dis- 
cussed that it was rather difficult 
for a new and nervous Member to add 
very much to the debate. He had been 
a very interested listener on one occasion, 
in the Strangers’ Gallery, to a graphic 
description of the life of a collier in a coal 
mine by the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for the Newton Division of 
Lancashire. That hon. and _ gallant 
Member described a colliery as a hole in 
the ground into which as many as 500 
men descended at the same time. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman also gave 
many other picturesque and beautiful 
details in respect to the working of the 
mines in this country. What were the 
feelings of ordinary working miners in 
regard to that speech ? These men had 
taken a day off for the purpose of coming 
up to the House to hear what could be 
said by hon. Members opposite as to their 
dangerous calling. He was sitting beside 
these men up in the Strangers’ Gallery 
and heard the speech of the hon. and 
gallant Member for the Newton Division, 
and in going down the steps outside after 
the House rose, he asked one of them what 
his feeling was in regard to the speech of 
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the hon. and gallant Member for Newton. 
“* Well,” said the miner, “ my feeling and 
that of my pal was the most profane 
silence I have ever listened to.” In fact. 
the hon. and gallant Member for Newton 
Division gave such a beautiful description 
of the conditions of a miner’s life that he 
should not be surprised if the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman wishing to escape from 
the severity of our climate went into 
a coal mine as a comfortable winter 
residence. 


He should like to give his own experience 
as to the conditions of a boy’s life in 
the mines. Hedid not suppose that these 
conditions had very much improved since 
he was a boy. He might be told that 
many of these conditions did not apply to 
the boy’s life in other parts of the country, 
but he spoke of what it was in South Wales. 
Large numbers of these boys lived miles 
away from the mines and had to be con- 
veyed by train to their work. They had 
to be up very early in the morning and 
make their way to the train which had 
been standing in a siding all night, no 
matter how severe the weather was. 
Often the windows and doors of the car- 
riages were broken, and the first thing 
the passengers had to do in the winter 
time was to clear away the snow from 
the seats. No light was provided, and 
the journey often occupied half an hour, 
with the temperature possibly below 
freezing point. On arrival at the pit 
head they descended the shaft and had 
to walk to the place in the mine where 
they were employed. This walking seemed 
to have been lost sight of by the op- 
ponents of this Bill, but he would tell the 
House that sometimes the walk was a 
mile or two miles long. A circular had 
been sent to Members of the House from 
the North of England Coal Trade Associa- 
tion in which the roads underground were 
described as spacious and well-ventilated. 
Hon. Members would imagine from that 
description that these roads were like 
Parliament Street or the Thames Em- 
bankment. He supposed that that 
description appealed to the hon. Gentle- 
men who represented the counties of 
Durham and Northumberland. Even if 
that were so, he challenged any one to say 
that that was a fair description of the 
mine roads in the collieries in Northum- 
berland and Durham. He knew nothing 
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about them, but he knew the South Wales 
collieries, and he challenged the shortest 
Member in the House of Commons to 
walk a mile in any ordinary mine road- 
way in this country with his head erect. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.): 
I know some. 


*Mr. T. RICHARDS said that he re- 
peated the statement that in an ordinary 
colliery roadway it was impossible for 
the shortest man in the House of Com- 
mons to walk that distance with head 
erect. If any man did endeavour to do 
so he would have a very solid and forcible 
reminder that greater humility was ex- 
pected of him. These boys had to 
walk along these roadways together with 
hundreds of other workmen and a number 
of horses, over wire ropes, iron rollers, and 
other obstacles. They had to walk this 
distance before they commenced work, 
and they, consequently, arrived at the 
working places in an exhausted state 
before they began their day’s labour. 
Moreover,the atmosphere and temperature 
were injurious to health, and the workers 
were liable at any moment to be disabled 
for life, or deprived of life altogether. 
Much had been said in this House on the 
question of the comparative danger of 
the miners’ calling compaied with other 
dangerous callings in this country, but he 
wanted to impress upon the House the 
fact that it was the miner who had to 
wrestle with the forces of nature; to 
break into her stronghold ; to rifle her 
safe and contend with her where she was 
best able to defend herself. Notwith- 
standing all the safeguards and improve- 
ments in the mining of to-day, there was 
still a sacrifice of 1,000 lives a year, and 
beyond that 10,000 disfigured and crippled 
men came up from the collieries to rely 
on casual labour for their living, annually. 
Let the House consider the conditions 
under which these men and boys had to 
work during their nine hour shift at the 
face. There were, perhaps, 1,000 men 
and boys working at the face in narrow 
galleries raising dust and releasing noxious 
gases at every stroke of the pick; in 
addition to which there was the smoke 
from 1,000 safety lamps, and there was 
the dust and dirt caused by the horses 
employed and by the whirling trains of 
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coal carried along the intake all day long 
at a high speed—along the only road 
through which fresh air reached these 
men and boys—was it human to allow 
lads of less than eighteen years of age 
to spend more than eight hours a day 
in such an atmosphere? In addition 
to that there was the high tempera- 
ture to be considered. It would be bad 
enough if the temperature was low, but 
with the temperature averaging from 
sixty-eight to eighty-nine degrees, the 
conditions were such that young lives 
could not thrive. A Bill had recently 
been introduced inte the German Parlia- 
ment which. provided that when the 
average temperature of a mine was eighty- 
two degrees, the hours of work by the 
miners should not exceed six hours. Our 
boys in this country were at present 
working ten hours a day. It would, no 
doubt, be said that the statistics «with 
regard to the physical and general health 
of those engaged in dangerous callings 
did not bear out the statements he had 
made. That was true. But they did 
not do so because scores and hundreds 
of boys who commenced life in the mines 
were, after working a year or two, 
ordered by doctors not to work any more 
underground and they had to find other 
means of livelihood. There were scores 
and hundreds of cases of apparently 
strong and robust boys of nineteen, 
twenty, and twenty-one being ordered by 
the doctors not to work underground and, 
of course, those cases would not be found 
in the statistics supplied to the House. 
Often, too, miners, although their health 
was impaired, struggled on with that 
courage that was characteristic of the 
miners of this country, struggled on for 
a number of years, till, perhaps, they were 
forty or fifty years old and then they had 
to leave and occupy themselves as casual 
labourers. Their deaths were not re- 
corded in the mine statistics either. The 
mine statistics did not show the actual 
state of things with respect to the 
physical deterioration of the youths 
employed in mines. 


Another important point on which 
he desired to touch was that jof fire- 
men. Those were the men who held 
the most responsible positions in our 
mines. They were responsible for the 
safety of the mine and of the lives 
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of the men in it. Up to the present 
they did not require to pass any ex: 
amination und obtain any certificate as 
to competency. He submitted that it 
was not sufficient that a man should 
satisfy the manager and that he should 
be put into such a responsible position 
without any qualification. The time 
had come when the Government and the 
country should insist that these men 
occupying these very important positions 
should be certified as being capable of 
the duties they had to perform. Ten 
or twenty firemen were responsible for 
the safe working of the mine; they were 
the men who had to meet any emergency 
which arose; and they were the men 
who were invariably found dead at their 
posts when any accident occurred. The 
tine had come when men who were 
called upon to fill these onerous positions 
should have the necessary training to 
enable them to attend to the safety of 
the mines under their care, which could 
only be secured by working them shorter 
hours as boys. 

He now had to notice the opposi- 
tion of the direct representatives of 
the miners of Northumberland and 
Durham in this House. He desired 
to disassociate himself from anything 
that might be said in respect to 
their personal feeling in this matter. 
This Bill was introduced for the benefit 
of the miners of the country as a whole, 
and the long and faithful devotion of 
the two hon. Members to whom he re- 
ferred, to the cause of the miners, made 
it difficult for him to say that they were 
wrong, though he believed them to be 
wrong. He would ask those hon. Mem- 
bers to go through the statistics and com- 
pare the number of fatal accidents to 
boys of under sixteen years of age work- 
ing in the mines to the number of 
those in other dangerous trades. Ili 
they did that, he thought they would 
say there was some reason for abolishing 
a system which was so unfair, in the in- 
terests of the boys. The hon. Baronet 
the Member for Chester-le-Street and his 
colleagues would undoubtedly tell the 
House again that they had been sent to 
this House by the workmen to oppose 
this reduction of hours, but the hon. 


Baronet must remember that they were | 


not seeking to reduce the hours of the 


workmen but of the boys, and the boys | 
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did not vote for the hon. Baronet. If 
the boys had to vote at the next elec- 
tion they would vote for the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid- Durham, because of his 
manly speech on the Trades Disputes Bill, 
but they would see that the hon. Baronet 
did not show the same feverish anxiety 
to champion their cause in measures 
of that kind as he did to prevent 
Parliament imposing on them shorter 
hours, and in his opinion the boys 
would do well in his case to pray the 
prayer of the gunner of Trafalgar, who 
offered a prayer just before the battle 
that the shots of the enemy would be 
distributed in the same proportion bes 
tween the officers and men as the prize- 
money was likely to be. 


Employment Bill. 


He did not propose to deal with the 
cost, but to point out that here was an 
additional reason why the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer should remove the coal tax, 
and a splendid opportunity for making a 
condition of his doing so that the colliery 
owners should drop their opposition to 
this Bill. He appealed to the House 
to pass this measure, and thus deal with 
the raw material of human life at its most 
dangerous and delicate stage. This was 
the age when education if not continued 
became valueless. This was the period 
when the greatest physical deterioration 
took place. These were the boys who, 
disgusted with their hard conditions, 
offered themselves to the Army and were 
unfit. They pleaded for the boys of 
to-day, the men of the future. Men, and 
not “mere workmen,” as they were 
designated contemptuously by an hon, 
Member of this House the other day at 
Cardiff. Men, who at the very moment 
they were thus described by this modern 
Coriolanus in the camp of the enemy, 
were at Cardiff, in the Rhondda Valley, 
battling with the flames to rescue their 
fellows, and, even when that was hopeless, 
continuing, with the chivalry and courage 
the late Mr. Gladstone credited them 
with, in trying to save the property cf 
the colliery owner. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth) said the 
House of Commons was never indifferent 
to the appeals that were made to it on 
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behalf of labour, or by hon. Members who 
represented Labour constituencies, and it 
was a matter of congratulation that no 
comp] ints were made that the claims of 
working men did not receive careful and 
adequate consideration at their hands. 
On this score the hon. Member who moved 
the Bill and thehon. Member who seconded 
it in an admirable maiden speech need 
have no fear, and they might have the 
satisfaction of knowing, that in appealing 
to the sentiment of the House of 
Commons, they had found the weakest and 
most vulnerable spot in their opponents’ 
armour. They had asked the House for 
its sympathy, and to an appeal for sym- 
pathy the House was always ready to 
respond. Tales of hardship and dangers 
had often more weight with it than grave 
economic and industrial considerations, 
and the fact that a clause had been 
inserted in this year’s Bill, limiting it to 
persons of under eighteen years of age 
had shown the wisdom of its promoters 
and would, no doubt, be used by them as 
an additional claim upon their sympathy. 
But appeals of that nature were amongst 
the most dangerous appeals they had to 
meet. In our private and public affairs 
our sympathies were generally with 
those whose fortunes were not so happy 
as our own, we were liable to make great 
concessions in their favour, and often to 
let our kindness override our common 
sense. Therefore, when a Bill of such 
momentous and profound importance 
as this had to be considered, and 
when it was supported by appeals to 
their feelings, it was their duty to 
examine it with the most scrupulous 
care, so that they did not lose its 
sense of proportion or allow their judg- 
ment to be warped by sentiment. 


What was the object of the present Bill ? 
Its object was to prohibit any male person 
of under eighteen years of age from being 
employed below ground for more than 
eight hours in any one day. Eight hours 
below ground was by no means synony- 
mous with eight hours of work. A man 
had to get to and from his work. He 
had his meals, and, when the time occu- 
pied in these proceedings was deducted, 
eight hours below ground represented but 
little more, on an average, than six or 
six and a-half hours employment. He 
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admitted that they were perfectly justified 
in interfering in trades disputes. The 
House of Commons was in a position to 
hold a happy balance between interests 
often dissimilar and sometimes antago- 
nistic, and they were obviously entitled, 
and even bound, to legislate, when it coul: 
be shown that such legislation was called 
for to protect the health or moral welfare 
of those concerned, even if such legisla- 
tion should happen to be to the detri- 
ment of some particular trade. But he 
maintained that it was only under 
such circumstances they should interfere 
in the freedom of contract between 
employer and employed, or say to the one 
“you shall not buy,” and to the other 
“vou shall not sell more than a given 
amount of labour in each day.” In such 
cases it was very necessary for them 
that they should have ample proof that 
the health or well-being of those they 
legislated for was being endangered. In 
the present case he maintained there was 
not only no evidence that this was the 
case, but ample evidence that it was not. 
For, in the first place, this was not so 
much a dispute between employers and 
employed as it was one between two 
sections of the employed themselves, and, 
in the second place, they had every 
evidence, strange as it might seem, to 
show that a miner’s employment was not 
an unhealthy employment, but that, 
compared with many other industrial 
pursuits, it might be considered more 
healthy than the average. The figures 
of mortality, and other statistics in 
connection with the coal trade had 
often been given, and he would not 
trouble the House with them again, 
but he would ask whether the fact 
that the representatives of a most 
influential and important section of 
the coal-mining population were op- 
posed to this Bill was not itself a con- 
clusive proof that it was not needed, and 
that no ill was being suffered under 
present conditions. As the House was 
aware, this Bill was opposed—almost 
universally—by the pitmen of North- 
umberland and Durham. These men 
entirely dissociated themselves with 
this agitation. They had no interest in 
profits and were not concerned with 
dividends ; but they recognised the great 
damage that would be done to the coal 
trade by this Bill, and they had no wish 
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to see their trade damaged and their 
employment interfered with. 


What was it they were asked to do ? 
They were asked, at the instance of a 
majority of workers, to impose conditions 
upon an unwilling minority. They were 
asked to restrict the output of those who 
did not wish their output restricted, and 
to prohibit those from working who had 
every desire to work. Under such cir- 
cumstances the appeal to their sympathy 
must fall to the ground. For what 
greater proof that the present conditions 
were not injurious could they want than 
that the boys themselves, their parents, 
and their relations, were satisfied that 
there existed no just cause for complaint. 
But the reasons why this Bill should be 
opposed were many and strong. What, 
for instance, would be the effect of such 
legislation on the coal industry of the 
North of England? He need not go into 
a detailed explanation as to the method 
employed there, and which was found best 
suited to the natural conditions that 
existed, but any alteration such as that 
which was proposed would entail a com- 
plete change of system involving either 
a large increase in the number of bovs 
employed, or a large reduction in the 
number of men employed, and would 
in either case inevitably lead to heavy 
additional burdens to the owners of 
colliery property without any correspond- 
ing compensation in the shape of an 
increased production of coal. Boys could 
not be obtained with the same facility 
as men. The men could move from 
district to district and could take their 
families with them, but this was not the 
case with the boys who lived at home. 
They must find work in the neighbour- 
hood of their parents. And besides this, 
boy labour was becoming every day in 
many localities, such as that of the 
iver Tyne, more scarce and more 
expensive. In the great factories and 
shipyards of the Tyne machinery worked 
by boys was taking the place of the older 
methods, and as improvements in the 
erection of labour-saving machinery were 
made, the difficulty in obtaining boys 
must still further increase. 


Mr. MARKHAM ((Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): In what counties is there 
a searcity. There is none in Yorkshire, 
Derbyshire, or Warwickshire. 
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Mr. HARRIS: There is in many parts 
of Northumberland. 


Employment Bill. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Because you work 
such long hours. 


Mr. HARRIS denied that that was. 
the case. Continuing, he said that 
in any question of this kind it was 
impossible to say how great the harm 
would be or where it would end. 
That it would be great to the coal trade 
of the North of England was certain. 
The hon. Member for Mansfield him- 
self a few years ago told the House that 
the price would be increased by a sum 
of 6d. per ton, and personally he at that 
time thought the calculation too low. 


Mr. MARKHAM: The hon. Member 
is unintentionally misrepresenting me. I 
say if they worked two eight hour-shifts 
the cost would be reduced, but with one 
eight-hour shift it would be increased 
by 6d. at the outside. 


Mr. HARRIS said bis recollection 
was that the hon. Member said that 
in Northumberland and Durham any 
alteration of the present system meant 
at least an increase of 6d. per ton. 
But other estimates up to as high as 
2s. had been given. His point was that 
even an increase of 6d. would seriously 
handieap the coal industry of this 
country. A very large part of this coal 
had to compete in the markets of the 
world with coal produced by cheaper 
labour abroad. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Then abolish 
your export duty. 


said that would not 
cover the whole field. The inevitable 
tendency of an addition to the cost 
of production must be to enlarge the 
area of the market of our competitors 
whilst restricting the area of our markets 
abroad. But, great as would be the 
damage to this, our greatest trade, the 
effects of our legislation would also be 
felt in the other great trades of this 
country. The shipping trade must 
inevitably be greatly prejudiced. How 
great the harm of even a small rise was 
would be realised when it was remembered 
that one ton of coal would transport one 
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ton of cargo a distance of between 50,000 
and 60,000 miles under favourable condi- 
tions, and that 1d. worth of coal would 
carry one ton of goods by sea for 
some 350 miles. But it was not the 
coal trade and shipping alone that 
would suffer; practically every trade 
in this country was dependent upon 
coal. In our factories some 53,000,000 
tons of coal were consumed every year. 
Our railways, the Coal Committee esti- 
mated, burnt 13,000,000 tons a year. 
15,000,000 tons were used in our gas works, 
whilst in our domestic consumption we 
burnt no less than 32,000,000 tons. The 
burden imposed by this Bill would be 
upon each of these interests and would 
be no light one. Professor Jevons said— 

‘“* Through a rise in the price of coals we shall 
be taxed in everything and at every moment. 
‘Our food will be taxed as it crosses the ocean, 
as it is landed by steam upon the wharf, as it 
is drawn away by the locomotive, as the corn is 
ground and the bread mixed and kneaded and 
baked by steam, and the meat is boiled and 
roasted by the kitchen fire. The bricks and 
mortar, the iron joists, the timber that is carried 
and sawn and planed by steam, will be taxed. 
The water that is pumped into our houses and 
the sewage that is pumped away and the gas 
that lights us in and out will be taxed. Not an 
article of furniture or ornament, not a thread 
of our clothes, not a carriage we drive in, not a 
pair of shoes we walk in, but is partly made of 
coal,” 


The grounds, then, upon which he 
opposed this Bill were, first, because he 
held we should not legislate for the pur- 
pose of enabling a section of the working 
men of this country to coerce another 
section who were not willing to be 
coerced, and secondly, because he was 
convinced that if this Bill were put on 
the Statute-book its effects would be 
most harmful to the whole trading com- 
munity of this country. He, therefore, 
begged to move that the Bill be read 
a second time that day six months. 


*CoLoNEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) in seconding the Amendment, said 
he had the honour to represent a mining 
constituency in Lancashire, and indirectly 
the Bill would have the effect of reducing 
labour below ground in his district to 
eight hours from bank to bank, So far 
as the boys were concerned, he agreed 
that coal mining was an arduous, a 
difficult, and a dangerous occupation, but 
it bred men. He did not know where 
this country would be without its sailors 
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and its miners. It should be borne in 
mind that the time occupied in the 
actual work below ground differed 
very much from the time from bank to 
bank. On the average a man took an 
hour and a half to go to and from his 
place of work in the pit. If he worked 
six days a week he worked forty hours 
at the actual “ face,” as it was called, in 
the week. Mining was a fitful industry, 
and pits were often stopped, either from 
want of waggons, want of trade, or 
because of a breakdown. How was a 
man who worked forty hours at his 
work to recover lost time? He saw a 
great difficulty in that respect. He 
would put an entirely different case. A 
man who worked nine and a-half hours 
from bank to bank worked thirty-nine 
hours in the week instead of forty. He 
worked for five days, and he hid au hour’s 
more work at the face when he had got 
to the end of the week. How would the 
hon. Member for Mid-Derbyshire meet 
that case ? The man might say he wanted 
his week-end, he wanted the hour he 
gained, which would give him a little 
money with which to enjoy himself, 
There was no doubt that some of the 
money which now went into the houses 
in the mining districts would be lost 
to the people if this Bill were passed. 
It was a measure he had never been able 
to understand. If the proposal were that 
when coal had been worked for a certain 
number of hours there should be a pause 
to allow the hewers who wished to leave 
the pit to do so, there would be sense 
in that, but this was a measure which 
would injure the old man by making him 
hurry and run risks. The general ten- 
dency of modern legislation was to injure 
the old workman, and young workmen 
should bear in mind that men became 
old much more quickly than they ex- 
pected to do when young. He should 
certainly vote against the Bill, believing 
that he did so in the interests of the 
miners themselves, 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Wr. Harris.) 


Question proposed ~ 


“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
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*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston) said that during his connection 
with a@ mining constituency, which had 
now extended over nearly twenty years, 
his attention had from time to time 
been most painfully called to the position 
of the boys employed in the mining in- 
dustry, and he had more than once de- 
clared to his constituents that he would 
lose no opportunity of raising his voice 
on their behalf. He sympathetically 
recognised the difficulties which 


some 
representatives of the coal industry 
felt im accepting the measure now 


under discussion. They looked at the 
matter from an economic point of view, 
and there were no doubt great diffi- 
culties from the economic point of view. 
But on a matter of this kind the House 
of Commons should rise above the eco- 
nomic difficulty and look at the question 
more from the standard of humanity 
than from the actual wealth production 
oi the labour of these boys. The eco- 
nomic difficulty especially affected the 
northern counties, where it was felt that 
the measure might canse serious detri- 
ment from the economic standpoint. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
Expediency. * 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER said in that 
case he would ask hon. Members to rise 
above the level of expediency and to 
look at the matter from the point of 
view of what was good for the general 
community, and especially for the young 
people engaged in the mines. What, 
above all things, ought to be considered 
was the question of the vigour and vitality 
of the race. Everything which tended 
to lower that vigour and vitality was an 
injury to the general community. Re- 
ference had been made to the health of 
miners. He fully admitted that they were a 
strong and healthy race of men, though at 
ages under twenty and over fifty they 
died faster than the average. They came 
from the healthiest portion of the British 
tace, being largely recruited from the 
agricultural community. But their vigour 
and strength was in no way connected 
with their calling; it was due to their 
habits of self-restraint and temperance. 
The author of the figures as to the health 
of miners already referred to in the 
debate had also written that the 


VOL. CXLII. [Fourrs Serties.] 


{17 Marcu 1905} 


Employment Bill. 35 
miners were very temperate and careful 
among the industrial classes, and very free 
from the sins of alcohol. But the same 
authority referred to this very question 
of the health of voung miners, and what 
did he say? Dr. Tatham stated— 

“The excessive mortality of colliers under 
twenty years of age may be accounted for by 
the fact that from 40 to 50 per cent. of the total 
deaths are due to violence caused by the wagons 
and tubs. This form of accident falls mainly 


to the lot of the young and less experienced 
colliers.”’ 


That quotation carried with it two 
lessons—first, that there was an excessive 
mortality from general disease, amongst 
young miners, and, secondly, that there 
was an excessive accidental mortality 
amongst young miners. The excessive 
mortality from general disease which 
did not come into the statistics recorded 
in the Reports of the Inspectors of Mines, 
fell mainly on these young miners through 
diseases of the lungs—not consumption, 
for they were freer from consumption 
than the young people of the general 
population, but diseases caused by the 
dust of the mines, the heat, and ex- 
posure to wet and damp. The mortality 
from respiratory diseases was no less 
than 21 per cent. more among the 
colliers than among the ordinary popula- 


tion. That applied to the young colliers 


under twenty years of age, among whom 


,the rate of mortality from these dis- 


eases was twice as large as among the 
agricultural population of the same age. 
That, he thought, was a sufficient answer 
to what had been said with regard to 
the healthiness of the occupation. But 
he particularly asked the House to look 
at the matter from the point of view of 
these young people under eighteen years 
of age. First o: all, it was work done 
under very arduous conditions. More 
arduous conditions than those under 
which miners had ordinarily to work 
could not be conceived. Colliers were 
shut away from the light of the sun, 
working in a damp mine, in a dusty atmos- 
phere, and frequently in a temperature of 
over 70 degrees, so that they had to work 
stripped to the waist, often practically 
naked. Was it right to subject young 
people under eighteen years of age to 
such conditions for ten or more hours a 
day? He submitted that the mere state- 
ment of the fact was a sufficient answer 
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to those who argued in favour of boys ins JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 


working these long hours under such 
conditions. Ten hours a day was far 
too long even for an adult to work, let 
alone growing lads, and the conditions 
were such as all ought to deprecate and | 
do their best to remedy. The Physical | 
. . . | 
Deterioration Committee went into the | 
matter, and made a recommendation on | 
this very subject. They were led to do | *Srr WALTER FOSTER said it was 
so by the evidence of Dr. Scott, who | still so to a large extent; it was only 
said— | necessary to watch the boys coming from 
“There is one strong point that has never | the pits to see how utterly exhausted 
been touched under the Factory Acts and that | they were. The boys were allowed to 
is ee of ponte a sea a work ten hours a day. That that was 
Is no medical examination. ancy a hne factory, : : ¥ 
; edie ag: ~” | too long a period for any young person to 
a factory inspected by His Majesty’s inspector, A : J. 
in which no young person is allowed to enter | Work, especially in heavy muscular labour, 
unless he is examined by the certifying surgeon, | was the view of the greatest scientific 
and yet = wees te the — we mig bn 'ts | authorities who had written on the sub- 
grime and dirt and musery and ¢ amp, there 1s ° , R Se ae : 
no medical examination of these boys. In the ject. A ” lebrated phs siologist Petten 
night time I have heard these wretches cough- koffer—investigated this matter very 
ing as they were going along; and yet these | carefully, and a few vears ago there was 
boys go down these pit holes where the air may | published an article on the Physiology of 
be impure and water constantly dripping from 5 shea Wesel an beeen. Whe 
the roof. The only condition is that they are ‘ ee z Pipa a , 4 
to be of a certain age, and it does not matter | WaS the conclusion of that article ? 
to the managers whether they are scrofulous, 
rickety, phthisical, or anything else — they 
get them into the pit.” ; 


" *Sin WALTER FOSTER: Iam stating 
| a fact. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
It might have been so fifty years ago. 





THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 

That evidence, given within the lest | CocHrane, Ayrshire, N.): What is the 
few months, was sufficient to excite the | | date of the article ? 
anxiety of every Member in the House | 
who = —_— to prev = human suffer- | *#Srr WALTER FOSTER: 1892. The 
ing without inflicting undue injury upon | y ticle concluded as Soll ergo 
an important industry. The fact that; ... 
the inhouse 4s rduous eet the eemli- What, however, can be stated without fear 
: ; ie & ie of contradiction is that there is a distinct limit 
tions were undesirable, and that the boys to the power of physical endurance, and that 
were not medically examined, justified this limit can be exceeded in nine hours work. 
the careful inquiry which would be given | Therefore Pettenkoffer's experiments — must 
hc: Wines oll this Mouse if the lead us to the conclusion that eight hours hard 
Sine = ” ; wl 1€ | muscular work is quite as much as can be safely 
present Bill were referred to it, and | undertaken even by the strong and healthy.” 
that was one reason why he supported ’ 
the Second Reading. From personal ob- | That applied to full-grown men, but in 
servation he knew that these boys on ye ig Pay dealing giethe' 
leaving their work were thoroughly ex- | 2a e — a, aut aap 
hausted. He had seen them come from | ght hours a day was long enough lor 

| men, and therefore ten hous was too long 





the pits thoroughly — out, and he re- | for the law to allow boys to work These 
membereda friend of his, who once worked | poor overworked hee supplied scores of 
in the pits, telling him that his exhaustion martyrs to the call ing in which they were 
was such that when he got home he knew | engaged. There was no more _pitiable 
nothing until he awoke and found himself | catalogue in the English language than 
in bed, having been washed, stripped,| the list of deaths reported by His 
and put to bed without knowing any- | Majesty's inspectors of mines. During 


. : ars boy after boy had _ been 
eta ri ‘a ‘ many years . 
thing about it. That was the kind of | | sacrificed to this industry, and he thought 


fatigue which everyone had seen as the | jt was the duty of every hon. Member to 
result of the work these boys had to do | | put a stop to this terrible sacrifice. In 
in coal pits. | 1902 147 boys or children under eighteen 
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yeas of age were killed in and about 
coal mines, and in 1903 142. [An Hon. 
MemBER: How many were engaged ?] 


He did not care how many were engaged, | 


but his point was that a nation could not 
afford to lose in two years 280 boys of 
tender years when this loss could be 
avoided. He admitted that the number 
of deaths amongst boys was not, as a 
ule, greater than amongst men, and if 
they took the general percentage the 
death rate amongst the boys was much 
the same as the men. If, however, the 
stutistics were carefully analysed they 
would find that they did not bear out 
this view, ard the lads suffered a little 
more than the men. According to the 
report of Mr. Le Neve Foster— 


* The boy suffers more than the man in | age ; 
| they had anticipated, and it was much 


certain districts.”’ 


He had given a table of the death 
rate from accidents for boys and men for 
tlie last six years for certain districts 
such as Newcastle, Durham, Yorkshire, 
ani Lincoln. He did not think that 
there was anything more pitiful than a 
young life under twenty being cut off by 
an avoidable accident. This was one 
of the worst human tragedies. How did 
it work out ? In Durham the death rate 
amongst boys in 1898 was nearly double 
that of the men, it was more than double 
in 1900, and nearly treble in 1902. 
the Newcastle district in 1898 the death 


In | 


rate was nearly double, and more 
than double in 1899, and two and | 
a-half times as great as that of the 


men in 1901. In the Yorkshire dis- 
trict the death rate amongst the boys 
was double that of men in 1899. So that 
there was a terribly heavy toll exacted 
from the boys in those districts, where it 
was heavier than amongst the men. 
Those 
sixteen years 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
pointed out that since the Compensation 
Act 
607 deaths for which compensation had 
been paid in connection with the Durham 
Miners’ Union. Of this total there were 


between the age of fifteen and twenty | 


vears ninety-five, the balance 
above twenty years. 
know how the hon. Member 


double below twenty years. 


being 


came into operation there had been | 
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*31rk WALTER FOSTER said the hon. 


Member’s figures might be more correct 
than the Blue-books, but, nevertheless, 
he preferred the Blue-books, and the 
figures worked out for boys of sixteen 
at 3°51 deaths per thousand for 1902 in 
Durham, and in the same year amongst 
men at 1°06 per thousand. Those were 
the Government figures for that district. 
and he pinned his faith to them as 
showing that there was amongst 
those boys a terrible sacrifice of life. 
As regarded the year 1904, speaking 
of the general death rate of the 
miners, he was sorry that the figures 
did not indicate any improvement. In 
this very dangerous calling the death rate 
accidents amongst miners had not 
down during the last five years as 


higher than it should be. The total 
deaths for 1904 were 1,084, which was 
higher than it had been since 1901. The 
average for the five years was 1,083, a 
total which they had hoped some years 
back would never be reached again. 
The mortality among boys arose mainly 
during the handling of the tubs and 
the hauling of the coal. This was work 
in which a good deal of care had to be 
exercised, and those employed had to be 
very agile in getting out of the way in 
order to avoid being crushed. They 
would find in the Inspector’s Report case 
after case of boys being crushed where 
a little more agility might have saved 
them. This condition arose from too long 
labour, and nothing made those employed 


so dull and stupid as long hours of labour, 
'and therefore anything that shortened 


those hours would materially lessen 
this danger. The German statistics pro- 
vided a certain amount of confirmation 


'of this, for they showed that amongst 
figures applied to boys under | 


colliers there were more deathsat the latter 
end of the week than at the beginning. 
His attention was more particularly 
drawn to this matter on account of an 
inquest that was held upon a boy who 
had been ten hours continuously em- 


ployed in this work. At the time he 


He would like to | 
made it | 


called the attention of the House to it, 
and Lord Llandaff (the Home Secre- 


|tary) made an inquiry into it, and 
he found that another boy in the 
same district and possibly in the 


|same employment had been killed a 
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short time before, who had been con- 
tinuously employed for fourteen hours. 
He found a year ago recorded by one of 
His Majesty’s inspectors a similar death 
in the case of a boy in South Wales, 
who had been fifteen hours at work. 
It was true that in this case it was a 
surface boy. No wonder those employed 
in this industry became tired, languid, 
and dulled in their senses, and therefore 
were unable to move quickly enough in 
order to escape being run over by one 
of those tram cars from which they could 
not escape with sufficient celerity. 


The whole question of saving the lives 
of those boys lay in shortening the long 
hours of labour to which they were at 
present subjected. It might be said that 
those accidents, occurring as they did to 
these boys, after all did not form a suffi- 
cient basis for altering the law. But 
apart altogether from the death rate, 
which was a terrible blot upon the con- 
dition of the coal-mining industry, 
he contended that the hours were far 
more than they ought to allow young and 
growing boys to work underground in 
a Christian country. They would never 
allow their own children to undergo 
labour of that kind. There were very 
few people in the country who would 
allow their sons to go and work in coal 
pits if they could find anything better 
for them. He had gone down pits over 
and over again, and in that atmosphere 
of darkness, dulness, dampness, and 
discomfort a yery brief time was quite 
sufficient for him, but to work in it for 
ten hours was something which no 
young boy ought to be called upon to 


endure. Look at the question from a 
physiological point of view. What 
happened at their public schools? There 


they had nothing like these long hours 
of labour, and one of the greatest 
authorities upon the treatment of boys, 
Dr. Clement Dukes stated in a paper on 
this question, certain definite rules 
which had not been controverted. 
This doctor had had an experience of 
some twenty-five years in public school 
work, and he asserted that hoys between 
thirteen and fifteen years of age ought 
not to work more than thirty hours, 
and that boys between fifteen and seven- 
teen years of age ought not to work 
more than thirty-six hours per week. 
Sir Walter Foster. 
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In the industry they were now consider- 
ing, boys were allowed tc work in the 
pit for fifty-four hours per week, and in 
seeking to lessen that number he thought 
thev were doing a good thing not only 
for the industry and the community, 
but also for the nation. This was a 
question which told upon the physical 
development of the race. This House 
had done great service in the past in 
passing legislation which enabled the 
British race to grow stronger than it 
otherwise could have done under the 
old conditions of labour. If they had 
gone into Lancashire twenty-five or thirty 
years ago, they would have seen large 
numbers of weakly people, stunted in 
their growth under the old factory 
system, and presenting none of those 
attributes of physical development which 
they were so proud to see in the 
British race to-day. That great im- 
provement had been brought about by 
the application of the Factory Acts. And 
here to-day was another field in which 
they could also improve the physical 
development of the people by taking 
away the too arduous conditions of 
labour. He thought this was something 
which the Members of the House of 
Commons would readily and_ gladly 
undertake. Legislation in this direction, 
in the past, had been carried out with the 
greatest benefit to the population, and he 
now appealed to the Members on both 
sides of the House to undertake similar 
legislation in order that the lives of these 
boys might be protected, and to enable 
them to grow up strong, healthy, and 
vigorous specimens of humanity. That 
was a high and holy work, and he asked 
the House to do its best to promote it. 


*Mr. JOHNSON (Gateshead) said he 
wished at the outset to say that he en- 
tirely reciprocated the kindly feeling 
expressed by the mover and seconder of 
the Second Reading of the Bill, especially 
by the seconder, in what he conceived all 
would be willing to admit was 1 very able 
speech. Whilst they were compelled 
honestly to take different sides on a ques- 
tion of this kind there was the greatest 
amiability and friendliness amongst the 
miners of this country. He had listened 
very carefully to the debate so far as it 
had gone, and the advocates of the Bill 
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had not, as far as he had been able to 
judge, shown either the possibility or the 
practicability of applying the principles 
contained in it. They had expressed a 
wish that the Bill should become law, 
but there was, to his mind, a great differ- 
ence between the expression of a desire 
and giving substantial reasons why that 
desire should be put into practical applica- 
tion. It might have been said that they 
desired four hours work instead of eight 
hours. That was a laudable wish. He 
once heard a gentleman on a platform 
say that if everybody in this country 
did their fair share of work there 
would not be four hours, much _ less 
eight, to each person. A lazy man 
might have a desire to do no work 
at all! It was incumbent on the pro- 
moters of the Bill to say how it was 
possible to put its proposals into actual 
execution. Neither the mover nor the 
seconder gave any reason for reducing 
the age limit from twenty-one to eighteen. 
That was very significant, and there 
must be some substantial reason for it. 
He was modest enough to supply the 
omission. The reason was obviously 
to enlarge the acceptability of the Bill 
to the Members of the House. A week 
ago the right hon, Member for West 
Birmingham, in reply to the hon. Member 
for Oldham on the fiscal Resolution, said 
that that hon. Member had very adroitly 
spread his net very wide. He did not 
at all find fault with the hon. Mem- 


ber because he had spread his net 
so wide, but he should be prepared 
to find fault with those on _ his 


side of the Housé who were sufficiently 
innocent to fall within the meshes of the 
uet. The same argument might be urged 
in this instance. The age limit had been 
reduced to catch votes. He was not 
complaining that his hon. friend should 
have taken that legitimate course of 
spreading the net widely, but he would 
blame hon. Members if thev fell into its 
meshes. 


Although the age had been reduced to 
eighteen, this Bill was their old friend of 
years ago--the old Eight Hours Bill 
dressed in a more juvenile uniform, though 
there were still wrinkles on its face. 
However much they might desire re- 
juvenality, hon. Members should know 
that they were dealing absolutely and 
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completely with the old Eight Hours 
Bill. When the otd Bill was discussed 
from year to year no point was more 
urgently pressed than that it would tend 
to uniformity. His contention was that 
it would not give uniformity in Durham, 
because the conditions there were dia- 
metrically opposed to those in other 
parts of the country. He denied that 
conditions which differed could be unified. 
Nature was against it te begin with. 
It was a wonderful thing that although 
they might deal with mechanical opera- 
tions, adjust and readjust applied me- 
chanics to other ends, yet when they 
began to tinker with the nature of things, 
the nature of things refused to be pressed 
into a mould. How would this Bill act 
in the North of England? Could it 
be so adjusted and fitted as to meet 
the actual condition of things. His 
belief was that the Bill, instead of tending 
to uniformity, would tend very consider- 
ably to confusion. Take a hypothetical 
colliery containing 100 boys, forty of 
whom were eighteen years of age and 
sixty under. In the North of England 
the boys took the empty waggons into 
the working face and brought the loaded 
ones out; but he understood that in the 
Midlands they also filled the waggons. 
What would be the condition of things in 
such a colliery as he had suggested ? The 
sixty boys who were under eighteen years 
of age would have to leave their work at 
the end of eight hours, leaving the coal 
getters or hewers with no boys to attend 
to them after the eight hours. The forty 
boys over eighteen years of age would go 
on working for ten hours. Could anyone 
imagine such a system as that being 
applied to a factory? Then, there was 
the very substantial difficulty caused by 
the double-shift system. The double- 
shift system had been carried on in the 
North of England for more than a hundred 
years. In the Midlands there was an 
eight or nine hours shift, and it would be 
perhaps an easy thing to apply the 
proposals in the Bill there ; but it would 
be exceedingly difficult to adjust the 
different hours for boys under the double- 
shift system. Then there was the question 
of danger. He did not deny that there 
was danger, but if the danger argument 
was pressed too severely no one would 
ever go down into a pit at all. He had 
worked in a coal pit from the age of nine 
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years until he was fogty, and had passed 
through all the grades from boy to coal 
getter, and no man in this House knew 
better than he did the dangers of such 
work. But there were dangers in other 
occupations not less great than those to 
which the miner was exposed. He dis- 
sented from the coloured pictures of a 
miner’s life presented to the House that 
afternoon. He once heard a man remark 


that they ought not to go to bed because | 


more people died in bed than out of it! 


He was glad to see the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Forest of Dean 
present. If he might be allowed to say 
so, there was not a Member of that House 
of whom miners had so high an estimation 
as the nght hon. Gentleman; and any 
honour that came to him delighted them, 
and any dark shadow which crossed his 
life enlisted their sympathy. The right 
hon. Gentleman was thoroughly appre- 
ciated as the best friend of not only miners 
but of trade unionists and _ workers 
generally. The right hon. Gentleman in 
1902 quoted some figures which he was 
rather startled at, and said that the 
figures showed that there were nearly as 
many accidents in mines to boys between 
the ages of sixteen and twenty as there 
were to men between the ages of twenty 
and thirty. He wanted to say that that 
was not the experience in Durham. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The figures I 
quoted then were taken from official 
sources. 


,*Mr. JOHNSON said that the tigures 
were startling and did not accord with his 
own experience. Suppose it were at- 
tempted to try one shift of boys and 
men, by that one stroke a very consider- 
able number of coal hewers in Durham 
would be dismissed, and the miners in 
Durham would not thank hon. Members 
in that House for making an unemployed 
question in Durham. That was why he 
said they could not solve the difficulty 
by making one shift for men and boys 
alike. There was an assumption on the 
part of the supporters of the Bill that if 
the hours of labour were shortened the 
danger would be reduced. That was 
only an assumption, and accidents had 
happened to boys under an eight hours 
day as well as under a ten hours day. 


Mr. Johnson. 
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| They were doubling the danger, or at 
| least increasing it to that extent, because 
by doubling the shifts they must increase 
the danger. 


Perhaps the most cogent argument 
-adduced in support of the Bill was 
that of humanity. The word itself 
was so broad in its signification that one 
‘had only to mention humanity and it 
brought into play all the glowing flow of 
sentiment which influenced our whole ar- 
gument. It had been said that the boys of 
Durham were slaves. He denied that. 
It was an insult to them to say they 
would allow the boys to be treated like 
galley slaves or illtceated in the collieries 
of the North. They had that refinement 
which came to all through and by father- 
hood. They were the parents of those 
children, and they would not ailow them 
to submit to those conditions if they 
believed they were in the nature of 
slavery, or if they believed that any one 
would presume to illtreat the boys. He 
did not undervalue the point of sentiment. 
It was Mr. Disraeli who said that the 
world was not governed by logic but by 
sentiment. He believed it was largely 
governed by healthy sentiment, but at 
the same time they should, he thought, 
differentiate between sentiment and 
sentimentality, because sentiment, if 
allowed to carry one to extremes, carried 
one beyond his sounder judgment. How 
far did the humanity argument carry the 
supporters of this Bill in 1894, when a 
similar Bill was before a Committee of the 
_ House, which by what might be called 
| an option clause gave an eight hours day. 
; Why was not that local option clause 
accepted ? If it had been they would 
have had an eight hours day ten years 
ago. That Bill was withdrawn, because, 
in the words of Mr. Samuel Woods, then 
a Member of this House—- 

“ It would put the districts into very unequal 
positions with regard to competition one with 
another.” 

Hon. Members would see, therefore, it 
was not sentiment that governed this 
matter but competition, which was a very 
different thing. The supporters of this 
Bill said, “‘ What we want is not to create 

‘inequality but to carry this Bill by 
putting all on the same level; all in the 
'same position. We want to give them 
‘equal rights, equal facilities in all the 
| markets of the world, and we say that 
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that condition of things does not exist at 
the present time.” Making all the 
allowances he was prepared to make 
in favour of the proposals of his hon. 
friend, to whom in this matter he was 
opposed, he was prepared to say that 
competition would be stronger than 
humanity, and that was what he desired 
the House to understand. That was why 
they were even now prepared to offer and 
to pass in this House a Bill with a local 
option clause. If the hon. Member 
would accept such a clause there was no 
reason why an Eight Hours Bill should 
not become law in that Parliament so far 
as those who opposed the Bill in its present 
form were concerned. There was a law 
in that House which was even stronger 
than the law of humanity and that was 
the law of the ballot box. There were 
hon. Members in that House who were 
most anxious and desirous to indicate 
to the miners of England their wish to 
help them. There were Members who 
would go into the Lobby in support of 
this Bill which, if it were attempted to 
be applied to their own trade, would 
oppose it. For his part he should vote 
igainst it. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said the hon. Member for Gateshead 
had approached this question from the 
point of view of the men and of the em- 
ployers, and on that ground he was not 
qualified to contend with him. He ap- 
proached the question from a directly 
opposite point of view. He approached 
it from the point of view of the boys and 
of the nation. This was not a case of 
interference with freedom of contract as 
was stated by one hon. Member. It was 
& case in which the State could legiti- 
mately and properly interfere in order to 
prevent the degeneration of boys by their 
employment in work which was unfit for 
them, and which, by its prolonged char- 
acter, injured their health. Whenever 
these questions of the health and welfare 
of the masses of the people were raised, 
there were persons who told the House 
how greatly attention to the general 
health and well-being of the community 
would injure some paticular trade. The 
present discussion was no exception to 
the rule. Whether employment in mines 
was injurious to the health or not could, 
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he thought, be very well left to be dis- 
cussed by hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
were well qualified by experience to deal 
with the question. He thought those who 
had listened to the graphic description 
given by the hon. Member for Monmouth 
of the work of these boys would require no 
further evidence to convince them that 
it was legitimate for Parliament to re- 
strict the labour of pit boys and ensure 
that it should be carried on under satis- 
factory conditions. Fifteenlyears agoit was 
his fortune to discuss the whole question in 
quite a different atmosphere and assem- 
bly, in the Labour Conference at Berlin. 
The people who discussed the matter 
there were not ignorant sentimentalists 
who allowed kindness to override common 
sense, but some of the hardest-headed 
men in Europe. At that Conference 
the discussion was carried on entirely 
on the question of health, and how far 
the employment of men in mines was 
consistent with the national health. 
Continental people took a keener interest 
in the general health of the nation be- 
cause they had to depend on the Army 
to defend the country, and therefore paid 
much greater attention to the physique 
of the people, and the whole Commission 
unanimously came to the conclusion 
that it was desirable that boys between 
the ages of thirteen and fourteen, that 
was to say, boys under the age of four- 
teen, should not be employed under- 
ground at all. He was sorry to say, how- 
ever, that it took ten years to raise the 
age in this country from twelve to 
thirteen. At the time of that Conference 
the representatives of this country held 
a very proud position because they were 
at that time in front of the European 
nations, in these matters. He did not 
think, if there were a European Confer- 
ence on the same subject now, that the 
British representatives would hold so 
authoritative a position. He was afraid 
it would be thrown in their teeth that 
they had been very slow since 1890 in 
effecting improvements in their legisla- 
tion. He desired to support the sugges- 


‘tion of the necessity for a- medical ex- 


amination of boys before they went to 
work underground. There was at present 
no attempt whatever to protect young 
people who were not physically fit for 
the work from employment in mines. 
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He should cordially support the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but he hoped our 
mining reform would not stop at its 
provisions, but that we should do some- 
thing to raise ourselves to the level 
of other countries to which in former 
days we used to set an example. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said if the hon. Member for 
the Cambridge University would under- 
take to introduce a Bill to raise the age 
of boys from thirteen to fourteen and 
insist that a medical examination should 
take place before they were employed, 
he would be pleased to give the hon. 
Member the sanction of his name on the 
back of his Bill, and all the support he 
was capable of giving in that House. 
He had welcomed the Bill introduced by 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, and only regretted 
that it did not go further than it did. 
But his right hon. friend at that time 
no doubt took the line of least resistance 
and was glad to get what he could. At 
the outset he congratulated the pro- 
moters of the Bill before the House, on 
having secured such admirable Mem- 
bers to champion their cause. His hon. 
friend who introduced the Bill did so 
in a most temperate speech, and the hon. 
Member for West Monmouth who 
seconded the Motion made a _ valu- 
able contribution to the debate. No 
one would deny that the little group 
in that House known as Labour Members 
had a very able colleague in his hon. 


friend. He approached this question 


from the standpoint of one who had 
actual experience as a working miner, 
and the cogent reasons and argument 
which he had adduced in support of the 
Bill were the result of his own actual 
experience. He, like his hon. friend, had 
also had no small measure of practical 
experience in mining life. He did not 
begin quite so early as his hon. friend, 
who appeared to have evaded the law, 
but he went down the mine as soon as he 
could. His attitude, therefore, towards the 
Bill was alsa the result of actual experi- 
ence, and he thought if those of his hon. 
friends who had supported the Bill, 
because of their eagerness to prevent 
deterioration of the race had looked 
at the Labour representatives in the 
House and others who were at the present 


Sir John Gorst. 
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moment in the precincts of the House, they 
would have hesitated before they made use 
of the argument of physical deterioration. 
He was satisfied that there was not 
one of his hon. friends who supported 
or opposed this Bill who would not pit 
the miner, man or boy, against any 
man or boy in any other calling. 


This Bill was not new to the House ; it 
was an old friend, altered it might be 
somewhat in shape; somewhat re- 
juvenated and rendered more attractive 
to the House on that account. He did 
not intend to complain of his hon. friends 
who were supporting this Bill on ac- 
count of the form in which they had 
deemed it advisable to present it to the 
House. He had always contended that 
the strongest line of defence which the 
promoters of this Bill could take was to 
raise the debate on the question of 
boys alone, because then they could 
appeal direct to the sentimental and 
humanitarian instincts of the House. It 
was impossible in a debate such as this 
to ignore the practical and economic diffi- 
culties that were in the way; however 
much they might be impressed by the 
sentimental and humanitarian aspect ot 
the question and however much they 
might relegate to the background all con- 
siderations of practical and economic 
difficulties. Directly this Bill was passed 
they would come face to face with these 
practical and economic difficulties. He 
knew it was said by some, “ why should 
we, as representatives of labour, trouble 
ourselves with questions such as these ¢ 
Leave those questions entirely to the em- 
ployers. They are matters for them to 
consider.” But he had always considered 
that the best way for a workman to de- 
fend himself was to know what action his 
employer was likely to take, so that he 
could prepare his defence accordingly. 
He did not think it was possible to pro- 
mote the interests of labour by unduly 
interfering with the interest of employers. 
That might be rank heresy to some, but 
it was a doctrine to which he strongly 
adhered. The House must remember 
that in this case they were dealing, not 
with an infantile industry, but an industry 
which, of its kind, was the oldest in the 
world. So far as he, personally, was 
concerned, he was speaking for a district, 
the North of England, which was hoary 
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with age, and which was older than any 
mining industrial community in the 
United Kingdom. They were dealing 
with an industry employing above and 
below ground over 800,000 men and boys 
of all ages. Unfortunately, there were 
no statistics to show what was the number 
of boys between sixteen and eighteen 
years of age employed underground, but 
the Home Secretary, in reply to a recent 
Question, had stated that the total num- 
ber of boys under sixteen years of age 
employed last year was 44,628. Of that 
total Northumberland and Durham em- 
ploved something like 9,000, That fact 
had been brought before the House by 
the hon. Member for Gateshead, but it 
was of such importance that he desired 
to emphasise it. and especially to com- 
mend it to those who had appealed to the 
House to “rise above these sordid finan- 
cial and economic considerations,” If 
those Gentlemen had accepted the arrange- 
ment which was offered to them more 
than ten vears ago, more than 35,000 of 
these 44,628 would have been enjoying 
the conditions of employment provided 
for in this Bill. How could hon. Gentle- 
men who prevented that Bill becoming 
luw appeal to the House now to rise 
above “sordid financial and economic 
considerations,” considerations which 
they themselves could not ten years ago 
tree their minds from ? 


So far as Northumberland was concerned 
the present svstem of working the double 
shift was responsible for the whole of the 
difficulty they had. Where they had a 
single shift of men and boys the problem 
which had to be confronted was a simple 
one, but where they had the doub!e- 
shift system such as that obtaining in 
Northumberland and Durham it was a 
serious and complex problem. In North- 
umberland they employed 32,500 men 
over the age of sixteen and 2,053 boys 
under that age. Supposing this Bill 
became law, and that for simplicity of 
arrangement they adopted the single 
shift, the immediate result would be that 
several thousands of workmen would be 


thrown out of work, and they would be | 


confronted with a situation in which 
it would be found that the labour of 
from 12,000 to 15,000 adults would not 
be required owing to altered conditions. 


So that directly this Bill was passed they | 
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would have hundreds of men with their 
wives and children dependent on them 
thrown out of employment. Supposing 
they in Northumberland retained their 
double-shift system, which was likelv 1: 
this Bill were carried, because the whole 
of the collieries in the North had been 
regulated with a view to the continuance 
of the double-shift system of working, 
and if there was any change a great deal 
of capital which had been sunk for the 
working of the double-shift system would 
become unproductive or absolutely lost. 
The problem then with which they would 
be confronted would be that they would 
want about three-quarters as many boys 
as they now employed, but they would 
want merely the labour of the boys and 
not that of their parents. Where could 
they be got? Did anyone imagine that 
a man who had to provide for his wife 
and family, however precarious his work 
might be, was going to give up that em- 
ployment in order that he might go into 
a district where he could get employment 
for his children and not for himself? It 
might be said: ‘You have got a 
vast number of unemployed in your 
towns and cities and you could get 
unskilled labourers to come and do 
the unskilled labour in your mines.” 
Would those who supported this Bill 
look with any degree of satisfaction 
on the possibility of unskilled 
labourers coming to take up respon- 
sible positions in the mines? But even 
then they were confronted with an 
economic difficulty because, assuming 
that they could be got, the immediate 
reduction of working time by one-fifth 
would directly affect the question of the 
wages of those who were employed in 
the mines. 


The hon. Member who introduced 
this Bill had said it was an honest 
proposal on his part, and had asked 
the miners of the North if they did not 
approve of the measure to state their 
remedy, and had asked whecher chivalry 
was absolutely dead among the North- 
umberland miners. There was as much 
chivalry in Northumberland now as there 
was in the days of Chevy Chase. The hon. 
Gentleman asked why these boys should 


be denied the privilege of living the life 


this Bill would give them, but the hon. 
Gentleman apparently forgot that he and 
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his friends refused ten years ago to 
take an arrangement which would have 
given them all they were now asking for. 
His hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouth had drawn a__ touching 
picture of life as he had seen it 
in South Wales. He did not question 
the accuracy of his hon. friend’s 
description. He himself had no 
experience of mining in that locality. 
but certainly the description was in no 
way applicable to the mines in North- 
umberland and Durham. They had 


nothing that could be for a moment | 
described in anything like the terms in | 
which his hon. friend described the condi- | 


tions of South Wales. On all questions 


of policy the miners of Northumberland | 


were in perfect agreement with 
Miners Federation of Great Britain 
except on this one particular point. 


the | 


But for this Resolution they would | 


probably find within the next 
days a resolution passed by the miners 
of Northumberland asking that they 
should become affiliated with the Miners 
Federation of Great Britain. 
were now asked to say what remedy 
they had to suggest. 
that the northern counties Durham and 
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might as well point to himself as an in- 
stance of the safety of a soldier’s life in 
time of war. The hon. Gentleman was 
one of the happy survivors. The miners’ 
leaders were exceptional men who had 
forced themselves to the front and kept 
their physique. 


The debate was opened against the 
Bill by the hon. Member for Tynemouth, 
who addressed a dispassionate and calm 
argument to the House upon what might 
be called the theory as weii as the practice 
of the Bill, but in his (Sir Charles 
Dilke’s) opinion this Bill erred only in 
being far too moderate in its proposals. 
The principle of what the Member for 
Tynemouth called “interfering with 
freedom of contract ” in the case of voung 
persons up to the age of eighteen was one 
that had been adopted in most factory and 
workshops legislation in all countries of 
the world, and he confessed that if the 
Labour Members who brought forward 
this Bill were to be forced to deal only 
with such theoretical questions they were 
very badly treated—for, after all, these 


arguments really had no application to a 


The first would be | 


Nerthumberland should be exempted. | 
Failing that, he would support a measure | 


giving a working week of forty-eight | 5¢ a 
| Wansbeck Division had declared that he 


hours. There was not another industry 
claiming to have established an eight 
hours day that had done more than pro- 
vide a working week of forty-eight hours. 


On every other point of policy the | 


northern miners agreed with the Federa- | 


tion, and they had made strenuous efforts | 


to whittle down differences of opinion to 
the lowest point, but without success. 
With the acceptance of either of the 
suggestions he had made opposition from 
the northern miners would cease. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that when | 


his hon. friend referred to his present 
condition as evidence that a mining life 
was pot as dangerous as had Leen repre- 
sented, he only showed that there were 
exceptional instances. 
appeared to be a weighty one, but when 
examined it came to very little. 
ing the hon. Gentleman was one of sixteen 
or seventeen survivors out of a Japanese 


The argument | 


Suppos- | 


measure of this kind. No doubt this Bill 
had grown out of the measure referred to 
by the hon. Member for Gateshead as 
having been before the House in a previous 
session. The hon. Member for the 


did not charge anyone with dishonesty 
in connection with the Bill : he admitted, 
in fact, that he looked upon it as an honest 
Bill, whereas the hon. Member for 
Tynemouth had suggested that he looked 
on it as dishonest. The argument used 
against the Bill was that it was really 
an attack on adult labour while it pro- 
fessed to deal only with labour under 
eighteen. No one, so far as he knew, had 
ever attributed dishonesty to the pro- 


/moters of the factory and workshops 


legislation in the past ? 


regiment which had just been in action he 


Mr. Fenwick. 


Was the hon. 
Member for Tynemouth in favour of the 
factory and workshops iggislation ? 


Mr. HARRIS: Yes. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE saidjin that 
case he could not understand how the 
hon. Member could allege violation of 
freedom of contract against this Bill. 
It was a perfectly well-known fact that 
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in many factory trades the work of adult 
males was affected by similar restrictions. 


Mr. HARRIS: I have no objec- 
tion to such violation of principle of 
freedom of contract as that to which the 
right hon. Baronet is referring. My 
arguments were based on the health and 
well-being of these young men. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE continued that 

in all factories the hours of work of 
persons under eighteen were limited, and 
it was notorious that in most cases those 
limitations affected adult labour in the 
same trade. This Bill was defensible, 
and the adoption of the age of eighteen 
was defensible upon general factory lines. 
The hon. Member for Gateshead had 
asked why the age had been altered from 
twenty-one to eighteen, but surely the 
answer to that was clear; it had been 
changed because eighteen was the age 
named throughout iactory and workshop 
legislation, As regarded dangerous call- 
ings, Parliament had always gone in 
the direction of putting restrictions on 
Iubour, and the Home Office had power 
to deal with dangerous trades and make 
regulations which affected directly the 
labour of adult males. There was surely 
a strong case for the Bill, because he 
thought the figures showed that it dealt 
with a specially dangerous occupation. 


He had a great desire to meet the 
practical arguments of the hon. Member 
for Gateshead and the hon. Member for 
Mid-Durham. He confessed he had little 
patience with the theoretical arguments 
that had been addressed to them, while he 
had great patience for the arguments of 
those hon. Members. But they must 
uot allow them to make the House 
believe, what they no doubt themselves 
believed, 7.e., that the case was less 
grave than it really was. The statistics 
tevealed a far worse state of things than 
would be gathered from listening to the 
speeches of his hon. friends. After all, 
his hon. friend the Member for the Wans- 
beck Division had narrowed the whole 
question to the Northumberland and Dur- 
ham difficulty, which was that whereas 
they had two shifts of hewers they had 
only one shift of boys. The North of 
England United Coal Trade Association 
had issued a circular in which they dealt 
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with that point, and they had put 
forward the three alternatives to which 
allusion had been made in his hon. 
friend’s speech. He proposed to quote 
from that circular because if they took 
their statement of fact from the enemy 
they would not be accused of manu- 
facturing it for themselves. The words 
used in the circular were 

“In some ... the actual working time is 
even as low as five hours. . . . Such short hours 
of labour are probably unknown in any other 
employment throughout the world.” 

Then they told the.men that under any 
change these very short hours would he 
increased. They admitted that the boys 
were below ground ten hours, and went 
on to sav— 

“Various efforts have been made from time 
to time to devise a scheme by which the hours 
of young persons might be reduced, but with- 
out success . . . additional boys would be re- 
quired . . . it was doubtful whether these could 
be obtained.” 

The circular did not put that point 
very strongly, but on a former occusion 
it was more forcibly pressed and strong 
statements were made as to the extent to 
which the coal trade would be depressed 
by the difficulty of getting boys. He 
did not believe that in the two populous 
counties there would be any difficulty at 
all. It was impossible to accept the 
sugyestion that there should be local 
option, or that Durham and Northumber- 
land should be exempted from the Bill, 
because there would be the hottest 
opposition on the part of the coal trade 
to any differentiation between one part 
of the country and another. No one had 
proposed local option in factory legisla- 
tion, 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 


Labour in factories is uniform. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE contended that 
labour in factories varied infinitely more 
than in mines. No one, he submitted, 
could suggest that that was not so in the 
glass and tinplate trades, as contrasted 
with the cotton trade, in all three of 
which the labour of voung persons was 
emploved. The offer of a forty-eight 
hours week was more friendly in its 
character. But he understood the in- 
tention was to crowd the forty - eight 
hours into five days in the week. That 
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would simply mean that one day in 
fourteen would be saved to the young 
people, because at present they worked 
five days in one week and six days in the 
next. That plan, he feared, would prove 
fallacious, for it would not give a real re- 
duction of hours, which they all admitted 
to be far too long. But there was 
a plan by which he thought some sort 
of accommodation might ultimately be 
arrived at between the two sides. 
He was quite sure there was no desire 
to press the counties of Northumberland 
and Durham to any instant changes 
which would be detrimental to their 
industry, and the plan which had been the 
solution of this difficulty in France, and 
which was likely to be followed in other 
Continental countries, applied not only 
to boy but to adult labour. That plan, 
of a gradual legal reduction of hours by 
steps, presented, he thought, the most 
favourable chance of a solution in this 
country. 


‘He was bound to say that the latter 
portion of the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Tynemouth seemed tinged with 
a little flavour of fiscalitis, and he would 
like to remind the hon. Member of a 
famous sentence in a speech delivered 
by his Leader, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham at 
Greenock, in which he referred to the 
coal trade, and said all these restrictions 

“Entail expense or raise the cost of pro- 
duction. The products of other countries . . . not 


surrounded by any similar legislation. . . free 
from all similar cost.” 


He agreed with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge University 


that in this matter we had stood still | 


and allowed other countries to pass us. 
Let them take the case of their nearest 
neighbour in the coal trade—France. 
There, in 1892, a law was passed which 
treated coal mining for persons under 


eighteen vears as a dangerous trade, and | 


gave the French Minister of Commerce 
powers similar to those possessed by our 
own Home Office in the case of dangerous 
trades to make orders and regulations. 
‘hen by the Decree of 1893 for boys 
under sixteen there was a limit of eight 
hours below ground, and by a stroke of 
the pen that age could be raised to 


eighteen. On the other hand, we pro- | 
the young persons were employed by the 


tected male young persons in factories, 


Sir Charles Dike. 
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and did not protect them when working 
in coal mines under ground. He was con- 
fident that if this country would go forward 
factory legislation, Continental 
countries would willingly go with them. 
Our mining legislation was falling into 
arrears. Legislation with regard to 
metalliferous mines had been promised 
since 1886, while the last coal 
mine legislation was in 1896, when a 
number of most valuable clauses had 
to be dropped for want of time. What 
was the nature of the work at which this 
Bill struck? It was the too long work 
of young persons underground. That 
was the crux of the whole question ; it 
was extending to coal mines protection 
which existed already in factories. What 
was the nature of the employment thus 
proposed to be dealt with? Again he 
would quote from the circular issued by 
their opponents. They stated that the 
boy acts as a— 

«* Drawer or putter, filling wagons, and push- 
ing the wagons. Many of the boys are under the 
age of eighteen. Another class underground, 
where a very large proportion of the number 
employed are under eighteen, are employed on 
haulage.” 


The consideration which would weig 
most with the House was the ques- 
tion of the danger of the trade to young 
persons. In most parts of the country, 
certainly the heaviest proportion of acci- 
dents that occurred in coal mines to per- 
sons who would be protected by this Bill 
were those classed as haulage accidents. 
It was useless for them to deal with the 
statistics of non-fatal accidents. The 


' Home Office itself admitted that those 


statistics were worthless. But the fatal 
accidents were carefully reported, and 
from the statistics of these for 1904 it 
appeared that, while the total haulage 
accidents in Northumberland were nine- 
teen, twelve of them occurred to boys 
under eighteen years of age and only 
seven to persons over eighteen. That 
was a stupendous death rate in propor- 
tion to those employed. In Durham the 
case was not so bad. The haulage acci- 
dents for the whole country were, under 
eighteen years of age, fifty-three, and 
over eighteen, 165. In the Midlands the 
number killed under eighteen was twelve. 
and over eighteen it was fourteen. The 
case was different in South Wales, because 
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hewers and were subject to accidents 
from falls. These young persons did not 
appear to be employed in the haulage ; 
thet work was in the hands of adults. 
He did not know that it was because 
of the danger of the trade, but the statis- 
tics looked like it, and he commended 
the example to his hon. friends from Dur- 
ham as showing that these young persons 
ought not to be employed in such danger- 
ous trades and places and as an argument 
in favour of this Bill. But the danger 
was not confined to Northumberland and 
Durham. There were haulage accidents 
in Lancashire, where he was afraid the 
hours of work were excessive. In a 
previous year cases of boys working 
fourteen hours a day were mentioned 
by his hon. friend the Member for the 
Rotherham Division (Sir William Hol- 
land); he believed the same state of 
things still obtained, and there was a 
tendency to violate even the pro- 
visions of the existing law. The Mem- 
bers for Northumberland had never 
defended this work of young boys to the 
House. He was sorry to notice some- 
thing like an attempt to defend it in the 
speech of the Member for Gateshead. 
There had, however, always been some 
slight difference between Northumberland 
and Durham in that respect. In 1887 
the hon. Member for Morpeth and the 
hon. Member for the Wansbeck Division 
took one course, and the hon. Member 
for Mid-Durham another. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
was understood to say that he was not 
in the House on that occasion. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE said that at 
all events there had been a tendency to a 
little difference of opinion between the 
two counties. The Northumberland re- 
presentatives had always admitted that 
it was impossibe to defend the system 
under which the boys worked. The 
words of the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division were not so clear as were 
those of the hon. Member for Morpeth, 
but the former had at any rate expressed 
lis approval of what the latter said, 
and he was not likely to recede from 
that position now. The hon. Member 
for Morpeth spoke of the employment 
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of boys for ten hours a day as a very 
bad system, and said— 


“T would gladly vote for a limitation even 
to eight hours a day,” 


and the hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division said that the ground had been 
well covered by his hon. friend. He 
thought, therefore, that the mover and 
seconder of the Bill were justified in 
asking the Northumberland representa- 
tives, as they were not satisfied with 
the present state of things, what 
remedy they proposed. . The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Wansbeck Division offered a 
choice of two remedies—a_ forty-eight 
hours week or a Bill for the country with 
the exception of the two counties of 
Northumberland and Durham. Local 
option was not practicable; therefore 
the offer was substantially one of a forty- 
eight hours week. It had been said that 
the suppurters of this Bill viewed with 
equanimity the sufferings which had been 
continued by their refusal to accept the 
principle of local option. That was not 
the case; it was well known that there 
would not be a ghost of « chance of 
passing a local option measure through 
Parliament. But a forty-eight hours 
week simply meant that the forty-eight 
hours would be worked in five days, so 
that there would practically be no limita- 
tion of the hours now worked, which 
the hon. Member himself admitted to be 
too long. The hon. Member had declared 
that he had made strenuous efforts to 
reduce the hours; he had admitted that 
there was a case for reform, and the figures 
of fatal accidents qnoted showed how 
tremendous a case it was; he therefore 
asked him whether he would not meet the 
supporters of the Bill by agreeing that 
the reform should be introduced at all 
events step by step. the counties of 
Northumberland and Durham being given 
time during the next few years to re- 
organise the existing system. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said he had the honour 
of representing 10,000 coal miners who 
were unanimously in favour of the Bill 
before the House, which proposed to 
regulate the hours of labour of boys under 
eighteen years of age, and, therefore, was 
not open to the objection of being ‘a 
Parliamentary interference with aduit 
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labour. The question with which the 
House had to deal was one affecting some 
50,000 or 60,000 lads who were being 
employed for ten hours a day in a vitiated 
atmosphere, deprived of the daylight and 
sunshine which were so necessary for 
their proper physical and mental develop- 
ment, while the hours of their fathers 
were only seven per dav. It was hardly 
creditable to the fathers of the lads in 
Northumberland and Durham that they 
should not join in the endeavour to get 
this wrong redressed. There could be 
no question as to the dangerous and 
arduous character of the work in 
which the boys were engaged, or as to 
the absolute justification of legislative 
interference. The law prohibited the 
employment of lads under sixteen years 
ot age for more than fifty-four hours per 
week; this Bill merely sought so to 
change the law that lads under eighteen 
vears of age should not be employed for 
more than eight hours out of any twenty- 
four. Boys under thirteen years of age 
could not be employed underground at 
all, but directly they reached that age 
they left school and went underground 
to earn their daily bread. He submitted 
that after boys of from thirteen to fifteen 
vears of age had been roused out of their 
sleep at five o’clock in the morning and 
had worked underground for ten hours, 
they were not in a condition, mentally or 
physically, to continue their education 
as they ought to do in the evening classes ; 
therefore, from the educational point of 
view, this Bill ought to be supported. 
He also supported the measure on the 
ground of the physical deterioration 
which was shown to exist to an alarming 
extent in connection with the recruiting 
for the South African War. The pit lads 
of Northumberland and Durham were 
stated to be sturdy fellows, but how 
much sturdier and healthier they would 
be if they enjoyed reasonable hours of 
labour! He was surprised at the opposi- 
tion to this measure of the miners of 
Northumberland and Durham, because 
one of the objects of the Northumberland 
Miners Association, as set forth in their 
rules and regulations in 1863, was to— 

“Shorten the hours of labour of boys to eight 
per day.” 

And that was exactly the object of 
this Bill. Moreover, the hon. Member 
for Mid-Durham, at a Miners’ Con- 


Mr, Joseph Walton. 
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ference in 1893, moved a resolution 
setting forth the desirability of shorten. 
ing the hours of labour of boys. Being 
personally interested to a small extent 
in collieries in Northumberland and 
Durham, he had naturally considered the 
effect this Bill would have if applied to 
those collieries, He admitted that it 
would not be so easy to apply the Bill 
in those counties as in other parts of the 
country, but he thought there was a 
tendency to exaggerate the difficulties 
in the way of its successful application. 
A reasonable course would be to allow 
the mineowners of Durham and North- 


‘umberland time to remodel their plant 


above and below ground where necessary 
to enable them to comply with the re- 
quirements of the Bill. What was the 
practical question that had to be faced ? 
At present one shift of bovs working ten 
hours brought to bank the produce of two 
shifts of men, so that the problem reduced 
itself to the possibility of making arrange- 
ments whereby there might be brought 
to bank in eight hours that which was 
now brought to-bank in ten. He was of 
opinion that by a greater application 
of mechanical haulage underground in 
connection with electrical motive power 
and other changes of that kind the difti- 
culty with regard to the number of boys 
could be surmounted. As to the cost of 
coal being increased by diminution of 
output, he did not believe that in practice 
that would occur, It might be necessary 
in certain old collieries to put down more 
powerful winding engines so that a greater 
weight of coal could be raised at each 
draw, and in other cases to fit up a winding 
in the second shaft so that the winding in 
the main shaft could be applied solely to 
bringing coal to bank instead of time 
being occupied in raising or lowering 
men. In these ways and by using a 
larger number of coal tubs he thought the 
difficulties in the way of the successful 
application of the Bill to Northumber- 
land and Durham could be overcome. 
Certainly, so far as his small interest was 
concerned, he should have no objection 
whatever to complying with the requires 
ments. There was always a tendency to 
exaggerate the difficulties when changes of 
this character were brought before Parlia- 
ment and the country. When the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill was brought 
forward it was contended that it would 
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increase the cost of coal by 3d. or 4d. per | 
ton, but as a matter of fact the increase | 
had not been more than two-thirds of a 

penny. Manufacturers were now being 

urged to oppose the present Bill because | 
of the extra cost in which they would be | 
involved for coal for their industries, but | 
he predicted that after the Bill had been | 
in operation for a few years those who 
now opposed it most strenuously would 
be astonished at the little difference it 
made either in the diminution of output, 
increased cost of production, or increased 
cost to the consumer. He most heartily , 
supported the Bill. 


Mr. COCHRANE said he had listened 
with the very greatest interest to the | 
whole of the debate which had taken | 
place, and he thought the House might 
congratulate themselves that in a ques- 
tion such as this, which excited such 
strong feeling on both sides, the debate 
had been one of the greatest moderation. 
The speech delivered by the right hon. 
(rentleman the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, as all his speeches were, was 
full of interesting facts and carefully 
prepared statistics, which he had no 
doubt were perfectly accurate. But he 
thought that full of information as was 
the speech of the right hon. Baronet, 
the House had listened with the greatest 
interest to those speeches from men | 
who had themselves worked in the pit, 
and who understood the work of the 
pit, such as the hon. Member for North- 
umberland,, and the hon. Member who | 
seconded the Motion. 
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object of it was that an hours-of-work 


book should be kept at each pit. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE said there'was 


a special objection to that clause, inas 
much as it seemed to lie outside the 
object of the Bill, and he had been author- 
ised by the promoters to abandon it. 


Mr. COCHRANE said that in that case 


ihe would certainly not deal any further 


with it. He had been rather surprised 
that nobody got up in its defence. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said that no 


'one had opposed it that day, although it 
| was mentioned in a circular which had 


been issued. 


Mr. COCHRANE thought it would 
not in any way strengthen the idea which 


‘this House would entertain as to the 


manner in which the Bill had been 
drawn that one of the clauses in it 
should be withdrawn before the Bill had 
been read a second time. The im- 
portant clause was undoubtedly Clause 1, 
which ostensibly aimed at extending the 
operation of the Coal Mines Regulation 
Act of 1887, and the Prohibition of 
Child Labour Underground Act, 1900. 
Under the present law a boy over thirteen 
and under sixteen years of age could 
not be emploved in any mine _ below 
ground for more than fifty-four hours 
a week, or ten hours a day. The Bill 
aimed at raising the limitation of age 


from sixteen years to eighteen years of 


| age, and at lowering the number of hours 


He desired briefly to examine one | 
or two features of the Bill. He apolo- 
gised to the House if he did not 
make himself very readily understood, 
as he was suffering from a cold which 
he had caught, not in one of those pits 
of which they had heard, but in the 
division lobby the preceding night. The 
Bill was a short Bull, much shorter than 
they had been accustomed recently to 
see; there were two main points in it. | 
It dealt in the first clause with the labour | 
of young persons under eighteen years | 
of age, and suggested that they should | 
not work for more than eight hours in 
any one day. The second clause was of 
a different character, and had not yet 
been alluded to in the discussion. The | 


| 
| 


which a boy might work from ten to 
eight in each day. He thought a strong 
case ought to be made out before Parlia- 
ment should sanction in so important 
an industry drastic changes which would 
have such far-reaching effects. Either 
it must displace the boys, or it would be 
necessary to alter entirely the method 
in which many of the mines throughout 
the country were worked. In the mines 
of Northumberland and Durham, the 
working of which had been so fully 
explained, it appeared that one set of 
boys did the hauling and the pumping 
work of two shifts of miners. If that 
system were changed it would undoubted- 
ly dislocate the methods in which these 
mines were worked, and one of two: 
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things would have to be done. Either the 
mineowners would have to employ a 
different class of labour—adult labour 
—to do the work now done by boys, 
and displace the boys, or they would have 
to reorganise the entire methods by 
which they worked these important 
industries throughout the country. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 


your haulage. 


Improve 


Mr. COCHRANE said it was all very 
well for the hon. Member to say “ im- 
prove your haulage,” but did he not 
recognise, able as he himself was, that 
there sat behind him other hon. Members 
also interested in the mining industry, 
and as experienced as himself, who had 
not been able to suggest that by any means 
of increasing the facilities for haulage 
they could do away with the employment 
of boys? The employment of these boys 
was an apprenticeship. They were sons 
of miners, and hoped afterwards to be- 
come coal hewers themselves, and if they 
were not given the opportunity when 
they were sufficiently young of learning 
their trade, there would gradually arise 
a shortage of that particular kind of 
labour, without which the industry could 
not be carried on. 


This House had never been unwilling 
to listen to arguments addressed to it 
on the grounds that the health and 
education and safety of young people 
were involved. The House had always 
been ready and willing to listen to 
such arguments, but he thought they 
ought to be amply proved. Subjects of 
this kind had been inquired into many 
times before in this House, and, by the 
authority of this House, Royal Com- 
missions had sat, and Blue-books had 
been issued, many of which were never 
read. He asked the House to contrast 
the picture in a Blue-book drawn by a 
Royal Commission which sat in the year 
1842, nearly seventy years ago. They 
drew a lurid picture of what a coal mine 
was then, when women and children and 
men, all mixed up together, were working 
in the coal mines of the country. The 
picture was of little boys of seven and 
eight years of age—eight years appearing 
to have been the regular age at which 
they went down the pit, regularly em- 
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{COMMONS} 





Employment Bill. 384 


ployed for twelve or fourteen hours a 
day. Then, no doubt, a good case could 
be made out, and was made out, for 
shortening the hours and raising the age 
at which these young people should go 
into the pits. That Report spoke of the 
bad ventilation of the mines ; of hutches 

of coal not drawn on rails, but drawn by 


‘boys on the slips on muddy roads; of 


children toiling on all fours in darkness, 
There was described in the Report— 
“A condition which renders their existence 


the most weary of all the pilgrimages of this 
journey through life,” 


and again it spoke of the— 


“Damp, heated, and unwholesome | at- 
mosphere . . . the picture is presented of daily 
physical oppression and systematic slavery. 


No one would say that anything of that 
sort existed in the management of mines 
at the present time. Thanks to the in- 
fluence of public opinion, thanks a great 
deal to the legitimate influence of hon. 
Members who were at the head of some of 
our great trades unions, thanks to sanitary 
and scientific know ledge, and thanks to the 
efforts of this House, and, he might say, 
to the efforts of hon. Members who be- 
longed to the same Party as himself, this 
evil condition of matters had beea very 
greatly improved. What was the con- 
dition of affairs now? There was im- 
proved ventilation, good roads, and 
shorter hours. Mr. Hedley, one of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines, wrote in 
1902— 

“In Northumberland, after working eight or 
nine hours, allowing for stoppages, boys seem 
to be perfectly happy and contented, and as 


‘soon as they get out of the mine they lark 


about as if they-had never been down.” 


That was how they should like these 
boys to live, and many Members who 
lived in mining districts must be aware 
of the splendid physique of the coal- 
miners. They were some of the greatest 
athletes in the country, and the speci- 
mens of them who came to the House of 
Commons did not show that physical de- 
terioration to which the hon. Member 
who last addressed the House alluded. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda): They left it in time. 


Mr. COCHRANE said they also had 
their football clubs, and he had seen them 
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come up from the pit and soon atter- 
wards give a very good account of other 
teams not engaged in coal mining. If 
the hon. Member wished to recruit for 
himself a regiment of hardy fellows who 
would go anywhere and do everything, 
he ventured to say that if he went to one 
of the Ayrshire pitheads and picked 
out almost every man who came up, he 
would find he had men under his com- 
mand who would be equal to any duty 
that fell upon them. As somebody had 
put it, with regard to the Ayrshire 
Militia, they were such hearty fellows 
they could not kill them with a hammer. 
It was assumed because these young 
fellows worked below ground for so many 
hours that their lot must be a very 
arduous one.’ Many seemed to suppos* 
that a miner's work underground must 
be very unhealthy, but the fact was that 
the conditions in many factories were 
no better than, if so good as, they were 
in &@ coal mine; and he showed by 
statistics that both the mortality and 
accidents among miners compared very 
favourably with other industries. Dr. 
Tatham, in his last decennial Report on 
Occupational Mortality, states that 

‘Among colliers generally the death rates 
are below the standard at ages twenty-five to 
fifty-five, but above it at the other age groups. 
Their mortality figure is Jower than that of 
vecupied males generally by 3 per cent. ; and 
when it is considered that deaths from accident 
in this trade are to those in otber occupations 
in the ratio of 247 to 100, it follows that, gener- 
ally speaking, a miner’s occupation is above 
the average in healthfulness.” 


The hon. Member for Derbyshire had 
called attention to the diseases to which 
miners were liable. The prevalence of 
the disease known as miners’ worm on 
the Continent had led the Home Office 
to make very careful inquiries, and he 
was able to state that in no single case 
had the disease yet appeared in one of 
our coal mines, although one or two cases 
had occurred in the tin mines in Corn- 
wall. With regard to the peculiar affec- 
tion of the eye known as nystagmus, 
it was not applicable to the present Bill, 
because the injury to the eye, or what- 
ever it was, did not affect other than those 
who were engaged in the actual hewing 
of the coal. If the hon. Member would 
loox up the Report of His Majesty’s In- 
spcetor for the Midland district for 1890 
he would find there a quotation from Dr. 

VOL. CXLITT [Fovrru Series.] 
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Snell, who had made a special study of 
nystagmus lor many years. In a paper 
read by Dr. Snell in 1884 before the 
Opthalmological Society of the United 
Kingdom he said — 

“The affection depends for its causation on 
the position the miner assumes whilst at work . 
It is with the coal getting that the nystagmus 
is associated. I recollect no case of nystagmus 
occurring in a miner whose work is not of this 
character. The disease is attributed to the 
oblique direction the miners’ eyes assume 
while he lies on his side doing his work.” 


He thought he had shown that there 
was no foundation the arguments 
with which the hon. Member for Derby- 
shire had attempted to alarm the House. 
Of course, serious accidents occurred, 
and who could help feeling grieved when 
one of these young fellows was taken off, 
What he contended was that these 
aceidents were incidental to the work, 
These voung fellows had to go wud serve 
their apprenticeship in the pit. [t was 
true thet accidents were more frequent 
during the first few of their 
apprenticeship, but, in his opinion, if they 
were not allowed to go down into the pit 
until they were five years older they 
would be still more liable to those 
accidents than when they were younger 
and possessed more of that quickness of 
perception which was peculiar to young 
people. Another hon. Member — had 
pointed out how necessary it was that 
these young people should have more 
leisure for education, and he spoke of 
the long hours as preventing them from 
having that leisure. The shortening of 


Vears 


‘hours for voung persons under the Shop 


Hours Act and the Factory Acts, he 
submitted, had no analogy to the present 
case, because there the weekly limit was 
not fifty-four hours, but seventy-four 
and about sixty-six hours respectively. 
Therefore, from the point of view of edu- 
cation, these young fellows had as good an 


‘ opportunity as the lad in a shop or factory. 


These rather exaggerated statements 
were made with the object of getting 
hon. Members to pass into law not this 
present Bill, but another Bill of a totally 
different character. This was essentially 
an Hight Hours Bill for boys, but did 
anyone doubt that ,the result of it 
would be an Eight Hours—bill for men ? 
The hon. Member for Mid-Derbvshire 
admitted that this not a frontal 


O 
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attack, but he had put the boys in 
the front line and was concealing him- 
self behind the women and children. 
Personally, he had always been in favour 
of an eight hours day for miners, but 
that was not a question which should 
be settled by a side issue such as this. 
It was a question of such vital importance 
to the industries concerned that it should 
only be dealt with after the fullest, 
consideration in the House. After 
listening to the debate very carefully 
and studying the measure in its entirety, 
he could not say that in his opinion 
any case had been made out for this 
exceptional treatment. So far as the 
Government were concerned, they did 
not regard the Bill as involving a Party 
issue in any sense, but, following the 
precedent of past vears, they would 
accept no responsibility for the measure 
and exercise 1o pressure upon their 
followers. 


’ Str JAMES JOICEY (Durham.Chester- 
le-Street) said the object of this bill, 
like those which had preceded it, was 
to bring Durham and Northumberland 
into harmony with other mining districts 
where they were anxious to obtain an 
eight hours day. His constituents, the 
larger part of whom were miners, who 
had given him their confidence for twenty 
years, stated that the miners of Nor- 
thumberland and Durham had been 
trained under the double-shift system, 
and they believed that that system 
was not only the most economical, 
but the best for their own interests. 
Under that system their boys worked 
the same hours as the boys in 
any other part of the country. There 


was no analogy whatever between 
the mines of this country and the 
factories. Factories as a rule were built 


upon the same lines and worked by the 
same methods, and could, therefore, be 
placed under the same rules and regula- 
tions, but mines were altogether diflerent. 
Had anyone ever seen two mines alike ? 
One might be hard to work and another 
soft, one might have a bad roof and 
another a good roof and so on. [An 
Hon. MemBer: You often find all that 
. in the same pit.] Under these circum- 
stances they could not apply the same 
regulations. In Northumberland that 
wus why a double shift was worked, and 

Mi 


VLucnran?, 
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would continue to be worked, so long as 
the miners had control over it. It was 
perfectly clear that under the Factory 
Acts the rule was not eight hours as 
proposed by this Bill for young persons 
under eighteen, for it stated that employ- 
ment for young persons and women 
should begin at six o’elock in the 
morning and end at six at night, or seven 
in the morning and seven at night, or 
eizht in the morning and eight at night; 
and they had one-and-a-half hours off 
for meals, Therefore that Act was 
not an argument in favour of an 
Hight Hours Bill for young persons em 
ployed in mines. He did not think there 
was a single case in which the Home 
Office had interfered, even in danger- 
ous trades, in the direction of limiting 
the number of hours to cight per day. 
It was impossible to deny that-coal mining 
was a dangerous occupation, and, natur- 
ally, every employer who recognised his 
responsibility was anxious to adopt any 
measure, consistent with the working of 
the industry, that was likely to prevent 
the calamities from which it suffered. 
But he was afraid that, notwithstanding 
all the anxiety shown by both workmen 
and employers to prevent accidents, 
coal mining could never be carried out 
without accidents occurring. 


Mr. KETR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydyil) 
pointed out that the death rate from 
accidents among boys employed in mines 
was higher in Northumberland and 
Nurham than in the rest of the country, 
It was one in 612 boys employed in 
Northumberland and Durham, and in the 
rest of the country it was only one in 
1,000 boys employed. That was a strong 
case Which demanded the serious atten- 
tion of the House. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he did not 


accept the hon. Gentleman’s figures. 
Where were they obtained ? 

Me. KEIR HARDIE: Out of the 
Blue-book. 

Str JAMES JOICEY said he had 


taken the figures for the whole country 
and he tound that there were 676,000 
persons employed underground in 1905 
45,000 of these were under the age ot 
sixteen years, 7,400 were between thirteen 
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fourteen years of age, and 37,000 | 
between fourteen and sixteen years. 
There were filty-one persons fatally 
injured under sixteen years of age, or 
a total of 112 per thousand, which 
worked out at one im every 887 persons 
In the case of persons over sixteen years 
of age there were 866 fatal accidents o1 
1:37 per thousand, or one in every 729. 
Those were the figures for the whole 
country. He did not deny that this was 
a dangerous occupation, but he could not 
agree that Durham and Northumberland 
had more accidents amongst the boys 
than any other part of the country. He 
was rather surprised that his hon. friend 
should have raised that question, because 
it happened that in Durham and North- 
umberland shorter hours were worked 
thon in any other part of the country. 
[t was to the interests of all those 
employed that they should work the 
double shift, beeause the boys, after 
attaining the age of twenty-one, had 
shorter hours than in any other part 
of the country, 


wid 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
sid that in Scotland during the last 
four or five vears eight hours had been 
universal, 


Sir JAMES JOICEY replied that in 
Durham and Northumberland the average 
was seven hours from bank to bank, and 
he challenged contradiction to the state- 
ment that the miners in Northumberland 
and Durham worked shorter hours than 
in any other part of the country. When 
the young miners saw the advantages 
they were coming into when they reached 
the age of twenty-one, naturally they 
took the advantages with the disad- 
vantages, and then their position was 
better than that of any other miners in 
the country. Those were the views of 
his constituency, and that was why they 
refused to be driven to adopt the system 
of South Wales. He doubted whether 
many of the mines with thin seams 
could be worked profitably if they were 


| other parts of the country. 
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now existed in Wales and Yorkshire and 
Scotland had 
mines with very large seams, and they 
could be worked more economically than 
in Durham. As a competitor, he knew 
exactly the position of affairs in Scotland. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
Cambridge University had stated 
that they were behind Germany in this 
matter, 


LOL 


Str JOHN GORST said that what he 
stated was that they were behind a great 
many Continental countries. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he believed 
it was quite exceptional for any boy to 
go down a mine in Germany before he 
was fourteen years of age. 


Sir JOHN GORST: T believe the age 
is sixteen. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he yielded 
tono hon. Member of the House or to 
any representative of the mining industry 
in his desire to reduce as far as possible 
the hours of boys in mines, and if the 
difficulty could only be overcome he felt 
sure there would be no hesitation on the 
part of Durham and Northumberland in 
accepting such a bill. At present they 
were attached to the double-shift system 
in Northumberlard and Durham because 
it suited them best, and they would never 
be driven to accept the single-sh'ft system 
unless they were convinced that it would 
improve their condition. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said that in 1905 there were 
9,187 boys under sixteen years of age 
employed in the two districts of Durham 
and Newcastle, and the number of deaths 
was fifteen, which was only at the rate 
of one in 685. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 


driven into adopting the same system as | 132, (Division List No. 64.) 
AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) |! Ambrose, Robert | Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Asquith, Rt.Hon 
Austin, Sir John 





. Herbert Henry | Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
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Bell, hhichard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlayne, Tl’. (S’thampton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, Williain 

Cross, Alexander (CGlasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir Francis H( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter,Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford. W.) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal. W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese Sir Joseph FB. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Lowther, Rt HnJW(Cum.,Penr. 


| Lundon, W. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M'Hugh, Patrick A. 
| M*Kean, John 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn.Herbert John | 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie, J. Keir {Merthyr ydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 


| 


M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Mooney, John JJ. 

Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway, N, 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick, (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N ) 


O’Conor, John (Kildare, N.) 
0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert William 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


NOES. 


Balfour, Rt.Hn Gerald (Leeds.) 
Salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
jartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
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Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stanley, Rt Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Horald John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E) 
Thomas.SirA.(Glamorgan, £.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJdT.(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Jacoby and Mr. Thomas 





| 
| 


Richards. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Lt.Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Cameron, Robert Howard, J. (Midd., ‘Tottenham { Reid, James (Greenock) 
Campbell, Rt. Hon.J A(Glasgow Hunt, Rowland Remnant, James Farquharson 
Campbell,J.H.M.(DublinUniv.) | Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) Renshaw, Nir Charles Bine 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Renwick, George 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Colomb, Rt.Hon.Sir John CLR 


Johnson, John Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Joicey, Sir James Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| 
Kerr, John | Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) | Kimber, Sir Henry | Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Cubitt, Hon Henry Laurie,-Lieut.-General | Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Dalkeith, Earl of | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Lawson,Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) | Sinith, RtHnJ Parker (Lanarks) 
Davenport, William Bromley | Lawson,John Grant(Yorks.N.R | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Talbot, Rt. Hon.JG.(OxfdUniv. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneavge | Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Thornton, Percy M. 
Dyke, Rt Hon Sir William Hart | Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. Tollemache, Henry James 
Everton, Hon A de Tatton | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | ‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. W. 
Elliot, Hon A. Ralph Douglas | Lonsdale, John Brownlee | Tuff, Charles 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. | Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Fenwick, Charles Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Maconochie, A.W. Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs | Malcolm, Tan | Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(‘Taunton 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose | Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n) | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Furness, Sir Christopher Maxwell, W.J. EL. (Dumfriesshir | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Gardner, Ernest Milvain. Thomas Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Gartit, William | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. HL. Murray, Colr Wyndham (Bath) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Gordon, Hon.J. E.( Elein& Nairn | Nicholson, William Graham Wilson-Todd, Sir W H.( Yorks.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred | Paultonn, James Mellor Wolt?, Gustav Wilhelm 
Graham, Henry Robert | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) — | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Creene,SirE.W.(B’rySkdminds | Pemberton, John S. GC. | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | Perey, Earl 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Midd’s | Pilkington, Colonel Richard | TRLLERS FOR THE Nors—NSir 
Hare, Thomas Leigh | Platt-Higgins, Frederick Frederick Banbury and Mr. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley | Plummer, Sir Walter R Leverton Harris. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'V. | Powell, Sir Francis Shar p 
Hickman, Sir Altred Purvis, Robert 

Main Question put, and agreed to, invest,” presented, and read the first 


; |time; to be read a second time upon 

Bill read a second time and committed | Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
toa Committee of the Whole House for | 104,| 
Friday next. | 

—_— —— COMPULSORY VACCINATION. 
ee ; | Bill to abolish Compulsory Vaceina- 
NEW BILLS, | tion, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
_— | Broadhurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir 
TRUST INVESTMENT. Fame Panay ara ( hanning, Mr. 
i P orre Grant, and Mr. Levy. 

Bill to amend the Law as to the in 
vestment of Trust Funds in municipal COMPULSORY VACCINATION BILL. 
and other similar securities, and as to | 
the investment of any money which local | ee 
authorities are authorised or required to presented, and read the ae 3 to be 
: 3 1" ras ‘ 7-7.) o ’) av " 
invest, ordered to be brought in by Sir | Ted a — an 1 Friday next, 
Albert Rollit and Sir James Woodhouse. | 224 to be printed. [Bill 105.] 


‘lo abolish Compulsory Vaccination,” 


TRUST INVESTMENT BILLIE. VACCINATION (No. 2). 
“To amend the Law as to the invest- Bill to amend the Vaccination Laws, 


ment of Trust Funds in municipal and | ordered to be brought in by Mr. Broad- 
other similar securities, and as to the|hurst, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Sir John 
investment of any money which local | Rolleston, Mr. Channing, Mr. Corrie 
authorities are authorised or required to Grant, and Mr, Levy. 
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VACCINATION (No. 2) BILL. | 
“To amend the Vaccination Laws,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Friday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 106.] 


DOGS (PROTECTION). 

Bill for the prohibition of Experiments 
upon Dogs, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Ellis Griffith, Colonel Lockwood, 
Colonel Sandys, Mr. Channing, Mr. Field, 
Mr. Tomkinson, and Mr. Weir. 


DOGS (PROTECTION) BILT. 
“Vor the prohibition of Experiments 
upon Dogs,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Friday next, and to be printed. | 


[Bill 107.] 


THE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
On the Motion for the adjournment of 


the House, 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) asked when it was proposed to 
set up the Public Accounts Committee. 
He did not admit for a moment that the 
consideration of the South African com- 
missariat scandal should be adjourned 
until that Committee had dealt with the 
matter. But it was a singular thing for 
the Secretary of State for War to get up 
at Question time and shelter himself in 
regard to this matter by saying that he 
could not answer any Questions until the 
Public Accounts Committee had reported, 
and then that there should be even a 
day’s delay in the nomination of the 
Con mittee by a colleague of the right 
hon. Gentleman on the Treasury Bench. 
In his opinion, the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee ought to be set up at the very 
beginning of the session, and he wished 
to know definitely what date would be 
fixed for its nomination. 
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*Pur PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or wae TREASURY Sir A, 


AcLanbD-Hoop (Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said that he would have proposed 
the setting up of this Committee 
before, except for one reason—namely, 


_ that one or two Members were doubtfu} 


about serving until they knew whether a 
separate day would be given for the dis- 
cussion of the Report of the Committee. 
Now, on account of what passed last 
night, he thought the House would agree 
that it was desirable that the Committee 
should be set up at once. He had handed 
in the notice at the Table that afternoon, 
and the Motion setting up the Committee 
would be down for Monday at the con- 
clusion of the sitting. It would be com 
posed of the same Members as were 
nominated last year, and he trusted, 
therefore, that each division of the House 
would allow it to be passed without 


objection after midnight. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Has the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn consented 


to serve ? 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said that he 
had written to Member for 
King’s Lynn and told him the cireum 
that he proposed to 
nominate him. Of course, if the hon. 
Member did not get the day he asked for 
he might ask to be discharged, in which 
would be sub- 


the hon. 


stances, and 


case another Member 
stituted. But with a view to getting the 
Committee appointed as soon as possible, 
so that it might examine the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-Generai, he 
had put down the names of last year’s 


Committee. 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
| next. 


the Member. 


y 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Monday, 20th March, 1905. 





TOOK THE OATH. 
The Earl of Darnley took the oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :—Leven’s 
Patent—(Petition for Bill). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [x.L.]. Wit- 
nesses ordered to attend on Tuesday the 
28th instant. 


Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [H.u.]. Read 2* (accord- 
ing to order), and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [#.t.]. The 


> CHAIRMAN oF ComMirTEEs informed the 
: House that the opposition to the Bill was 
§ withdrawn. 
~ ith instant, discharged, and Bill com- 
* mitted. 


The orders made on the 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [a.t.]; Dearne Valley Railway 
Bill [a.u.]; Truro Water Bill [H.1.]; 
Torpoint Urban District Water Bill [1.t.]; 
Great Central Railway Bill [n.t.]; Great 


Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill | 


[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Hay (£.Kinnou/) 
be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Earl Beauchamp ; read, 
and agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons; read 14; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


VOL. CXLIII. [Fourrs Sertzs.] 


{20 Marcu 1905} 


in Scotland. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
| General report by the Chief-Inspector 
of the Northern Division of Scotland, for 
the year 1904. 
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NAVY (NEW SCHEME OF NAVAL TRAIN- 
ING). SELECTION OF CANDIDATES 
FOR NOMINATION AS NAVAL CADETS. 
Further reports of members of the 

Interview Committee. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 


Return for the month of January, 1905. 


AFRICA (No. 2), 1905. 


Report on the possibilities of cotton- 
growing in the East Africa Protectorate 
for 1904 (in continuation of No. 606. 
** Miscellaneous Series”’). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, 1897 
AND 1900. 
Paper respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of Friday last), 
_and to be printed. (No. 32.) 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [.t.]. 
Bill (on Motion) (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


WHALE FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


TRAINING COLLEGES IN SCOTLAND. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH rose 
to “call attention to the Minute of the 
Committee of Council on Education in 
Scotland, of date January 30th, 1905, 
providing for the establishment of com- 
mittees for the training of teachers; and 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee whether the transference of train- 
ing colleges indicated in Article IX. will, 
in all cases, be permanent and irrevo- 
j cable ; and, if so, what is to be the 


P 
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guarantee for the permanence of the 
policy outlined in the Minute ; whether 
any more definite indication of the prin- 
ciples by which payment for purchase or 
rent of premises dealt with in Article LX. 
will be determined than is set forth in 
that article can be given; whether, under 
Article XII., the representatives will be 
chosen by the constituent body described 
as a ‘church or denomination’ or by the 
committee, and what relative proportion 
they will bear to the total number of the 
committee ; whether the regulations in- 
dicated in Article XVII. of the Minute 
have been drafted and have received the 
sanction of the Government, and whether 
they can be laid on the Table of this 
House; and to ask whether, under all 
the circumstances, the Government will 
agree to suspend any action under the 
Minute until the Scotch Education Bill 
has become law.” He said, My Lords, 
I do not think any apology is needed 
on my part for bringing this matter 
before the House, because I think I 
shall be able to convince your Lord- 
ships before I sit down that very 
important issues are involved, or at any 
rate may be involved, in the policy of 
the Scotch Education Department which 
is outlined in this Minute. I have put 
down a series of Questions on the Paper 
which look somewhat formidable, but 
I can assure your Lordships that they 
cover the whole of the ground which I 
shall traverse to-night, and that there 
is nothing in my mind which is not 
shown by the Questions on the Paper. 
Before I actually say a few words in 
explanation of them I would like to 
observe that I am not quite certain 
whether your Lordships really under- 
stand the technical position in which 
the House is placed by the presentation 
of this Minute. As I understand, it 
is the claim of the Scotch Education 
Department that over the policy out- 
lined in this Minute Parliament has no 
power, except what may be given by 
the financial control of the other House ; 
in other words, I do not suppose that 
any vote on the part of this House would 
have the slightest effect in changing 
the policy outlined in the Minute. 

As I understand, the Minute is not 
laid on the Table of this House in pur- 
suance of any statute or of any obliga- 
tion whatever imposed on the Scotch Edu- 
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cation Department either by direct enact- 
ment or even by custom. The Minute 
is laid on the Table solely as an act of 
grace on the part of the Department, 
and simply to inform Parliament and 
the public of the policy they desire to 
pursue. If I am correctly informed 
in that, it seems to be a very large demand 
indeed on the part of the Department, 
and very greatly to accentuate the im- 
portance of the new departure which is 
being made in this way; because it 
follows, if the Department as now con- 
stituted can outline this new policy of 
its own motion, that Parliament, or at 
any rate this House, has no real guarantee 
that theypolicy which is laid down now 
for the first time in this Minute will be 
of a permanent or even of any enduring 
effect at all. So far as the general policy 
of the Minute is cohcerned, I have no 
fault to find with it in so far as it is in- 
tended to improve the facilities for 
the training of teachers, and to bring 
that training in even more close connec- 
tion with the Universities than it at 
present is. It not only has my hearty 
support, but I claim that it is only in 
that respect developing and str: ngthening 
and, perhaps, improving the policy which 
I myself had the privilege of laying down 
and acting upon during the years that 
I was in control of the Department itself. 


in Scotland. 
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I venture to say also that probably 
very few of your Lordships are really 
aware how far this connection between the 
Universities and the training of teachers 
has alr ady gone in Scotland. I believe 
I am not wrong in saying that of those 
who are passing through the curriculum 
to fit them for the training of teachers. 
both male and female, a very large 
proportion are now receiving part of thei: 
training in University classes—I believe 
so far as the males are concerned, no 
fewer than 75 per cent. In the past that 
has been done in connection with the 
training colleges, as they are maintained 
by the various churches interested in 
religious education, and, therefore, under 
their control and with their guarantee 
for the fitness of the religious training 
which is given to those teachers. Now 
! come to the Minute itself. So far as the 
first eight Articles are concerned, they 
deal with the University side of the train- 
ing of teachers. From Articles No. LX. 
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to No. XI. the question of religious in- 
struction is dealt with, and from No. XII. 
onwards there is nothing but the machi- 
nery for carrying out the previous Articles 
f the Minute. It is in connection 
with Article No. IX, that I raise the point 
if the permanent security which we have 
ior the continuance of the policy out- 
ined. Let me read that Article. It is 
is follows— 
‘In the event of the body of management 
any existing training college or colleges re- 
solving to demit its powers of management in 
favour of any of the committees constituted 
inder this Minute, and to transfer to the said 
mmittee the college premises and equipment, 
committee shall have power to receive the 
same, and to pay therefor such purchase money 
ir annual rent as may be agreed upon, provided 
lways that no payment shall be made for the 
virchase or rent of any premises which are held 
trust by the said body of management for 
he purpose of training teachers.” 


Now, my Lords, you may apparently 
transfer the training college on one of 
two conditions—either once for all on 
payment of such lump sum as may be 
‘yreed upon, or on the payment of an 
uimual rent. The first Question which I 
lesire to be informed upon is whether 

is intended that the transference when 

ice made, whether by the payment of a 
lump sum or an annual rent, will in all 
ases be a permanent and final trans- 
In the first of these alternatives 
t must obviously be so, but is the payment 


ierence. 


an annual rent to convey the idea 
a lease under which, if the policy is 
the cnurch mav hereafter 
control training 


ot successful, 
resume its over the 
} 


ollege ? 

The second Question which I put deals 
with funds. The Article I have quoted 
states at the end that no payment shall 
be made for the purchase or rent of any 
premises which are held in trust bv the 
said body of management for the pur- 
ose of training teachers. On the face 

it that looks perfectly reasonable 
uid fair, but I think we require some 
firther definition of what 1s really 
in the mind of the Department than is 
given here. I am anxious to know 
whether the rules which are contemplated 
in one of the later Articles of the Minute 
have as yet been drafted, and whether 
before the Department acts upon this 
Minute we shall have an opportunity 
f seeing what those rules are. The 
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funds for the provision of training col- 
leges come, so far as I know, from one of 
three sources. They have either been 
provided during a long series of years by 
church collections or donations from 
individual members of those churches, 
or they have been provided by savings 
out of the fees or the grants paid by the 
Government to the churches. So far as 
the first of these sources is concerned, 
it is perfectly clear that the church is 
entitled to full payment for all that it 
has paid out for these colleges. In 
regard to the second source, if any sav- 
ings have been accumulated it seems 
equally clear to me that the church 
would not be entitled to expect repay- 
ment for money which had been given 
by Government for the very purpose 
for which ostensibly these buildings are 
still to be used. But, my Lords. with 
regard to the third source, that of lega- 
cies, it seems to me that the words of 
the Minute are not perfectly distinct and 
clear, and that you will have, at any rate 
—and I wish to know whether this is the 
idea of the Department—to go into an 
exhaustive inquiry into the terms of the 
will of the man or woman who has left 
the legacy in every case in order that 
you may see whether the legaey in 
general terms to the church has been 
devoted to this purpose, or whether the 
money has been particularly destined 
to the training of teachers apart and 
distinct from the religious training of 
those teachers. I am very anxious to 
know what is said about that important 
matter in the rules which are promised, 
and I think we ought to see the rules 
before the Department acts upon this 
Minute. 


There is one small Question | would 
ask with regard to the terms of Article 
NII. The phraseology seeins to me 
peculiar. The Article speaks of a ** Church 
or denomination.” i want to know 
what is the difference between a church 
and denomination. I think the word 
* denomination ” is Stran a in ab 
Scottish Minute. I hope [ should not be 
misunderstood by vour Lordships when 
I say that if the word denomination is 
right I do not understand why. in con- 
tradistinction to the word Church. it 
should be spelt with a small “4d.” I do 
not wish to develop that further. and [ 
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might be misunderstood if I were to do 
so, but I do not understand what is 
intended in Scottish matters by the word 
denomination. I know all the churches 
that have training colleges. There is 
the Church of Scotland, to which I belong, 
which has three colleges, which I suppose 
is allowed to be a Church; there is the 
Roman Catholic Church, which has a 
training college in Glasgow, only, I 
think, for female students; then there 
is the Scottish Episcopal Church, which 
has a college in Edinburgh for both sexes. 
Those, I presume, are Churches. The 
only other body which has colleges is 
one of those two bodies who were 
brought prominently before your Lord- 
ships’ notice in the appeal case heard in 
your Lerdships’ House last session. I 
suppose these colleges now belong to the 
«Free Church, but whether or not, I do not 
understand the use of the word denomina- 
tion in this connection as regards Scot- 
land. It seems to me a borrowing of a 
phraseology which I do not at all approve 
of—a sort of ecclesiastical slang—from 
south oi the Tweed. Article XII. provides 
that— 

“Where a training college is transferred as 
set forth in the preceding section, the accepting 
committee shall co-opt, as fully privileged 
members, representatives of the said Church or 
denomination, as provided in the annexed 
schedule.” 
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What I want to know is whether the 
Church is to be allowed to elect its re- 
presentatives, or whether the committee 
at its own sweet will is to take gentlemen 
or ladies who are members of the Church. 
There are varying degrees of confidence 
placed in various members of the different 
churches, and I for one shall be extremely 
dissatisfied if the committee—perhaps 
a hostile committee--are to be those 
who are to decide who are to be the so- 
called representatives of the Church. 
It seems to me that the churches them- 
selves should be entitled to select repre- 
sentatives in whom they themselves have 
confidence, and I hope that that matter 
will be made perfectly clear before we 
leave the subject. 


I come to one other matter, and this is 
really the kernel of the whole question. 
I am not sure whether under this Minute 
we have any guarantee that those to 
whom is committed the duty of training 
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the teachers will be always thoroughly 
qualified to give the instruction in those 
sacred subjects with which they will 
have to deal. Of course, I may be told 
that the whole question of religious in- 
struction in our public schools depends 
upon the will of the people of Scotland. 
That is absolutely and perfectly true, 
and with that guarantee I for one am 
perfectly satisfied. [ have confidence 
that the people of Scotland will not 
depart from their traditional policy, 
but in that respect we have got statutory 
security. The preamble of the Act of 
1872 recites the fact that religious in- 
struction shall always be given in Scottish 
schools, but there are in the clauses of 
that Act provisions securing to the 
majority in any district power to decree 
what religious instruction, if any, shall be 
given in the schools. With all that I am 
perfectly satisfied. 


The question I am raising is this, 
What security is there for the fitness of 
the teachers who are in the future to 
give that instruction? It is no use to 
say that there shall be religicus instruc- 
tion if the people want it, if there is a 
monopoly in the training of teachers 
on the part of the State, the State in 
its accepted policy for many years having 
said it will have nothing whatever to 
do with the religious side of education. 
I believe that to be a settled policy, and 
whether I agree with it or not is not 
the question. The point is that is a 
settled question, and concurrently with 
the promise that the people of Scotland 
shall have a continuance of religious 
instruction in their schools. Hitherto 
the different churches have been allowed 
to train their teachers, and it is because 
I am not sure of the security given by 
this Minute for religious instruction that 
I have placed this Question on the Paper. 
Your Lordships will see that this is an 
important matter. We have in Scotland 
no real quarrel in this matter. The 
great majority of us agree that the two 
churches that are in the minority have 
in the main their own schools, and are 
able to train their own teachers under 
conditions which heretofore have been, 
if not absolutely fair, at any rate as 
fair as I believe it is possible to make 
them. If there is any loss of security 
for this religious instruction we are, | 
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think, cutting very deep into the policy 
which has been pursued in Scotland in 
this matter for many years past. 
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I am entitled, I think, to rely upon 
agreement with the main lines of what 
I have been saying on the part of His 
Majesty’s Government, because I noticed 
that in his speech at Manchester the 
other day the Prime Minister said that 
the principle that parents were entitled 
to the full control of the religious educa- 
tion given to their children was the funda- 
mental principle which ruled all educa- 
tion. The right of the State to see that 
children are educated is undeniable, 
but it is a right which seems to me 
universally admitted to be exercised by 
the State only on behalf of the parent, 
and in accordance with the wishes of 
the parent. I believe it to be the desire 
oi the overwhelming majority of the 
people of Scotland to have adequate 
security for religious instruction. I do 
not like to think that by this side wind 
there is a risk of this principle being cut 
into so deeply as I think it may be under 
this Minute. I regret to have detained 
vour Lordships so long, but I am sure 
you will agree with me that the im- 
portance of the subject and the in- 
sidious way in which this policy is put 
before us justifies my bringing the 
matter forward. The only other Ques- 
tion I have to ask is whether in all the 
circumstances, and having regard to the 
fact that there is a Scottish Education 
Bill before the other House of Parlia- 
ment, it would not be wise on the part of 
the Government to agree to postpone 
action on this Minute until that Bill 
has passed into law, and until we have 
an opportunity of securing some statutory 
guarantee for the permanence of the 
policy which I believe is outlined and 
intended to be carried out in this Minute. 
[ beg to put the Questions standing in 
my name. 


*Lorp REAY: My Lords, through 
the courtesy of the noble Marquess the 
Secretary for Scotland, I am allowed to 
put certain Questions of which I have 
given him private notice, but before doing 
so I wish to express my approval of 
the policy embodied in this Minute. I 
believe it is a wise step in advance, and 
that it secures the training on national 
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lines of teachers in Scotland, for elemen- 
tary as well as for secondary education, 
I cannot share the anxiety of my noble 
friend opposite, whose administration of 
education in Scotland has been so 
beneficial that by this Minute the 
religious training of teachers will be in 
danger. I believe that the various 
churches are quite capable of ensuring 
the religious training in the transferred 
colleges of their adherents. and I do not 
think that any large body of students 
educated in those colleges will desire to 
withdraw from the facilities which cer- 
tainly will be given by the Government 
for religious instruction. The people of 
Scotland attach importance to the 
religious instruction given in their 
schools, and no difficulty arises with 
regard to this instruction. I endorse the 
regret which the noble Lord expressed at 
the appearance in this Minute of a word 
around which such great controversies 
have centred in England, and of which 
fortunately in Scotland we have heard 
hitherto very little. My noble friend 
the Secretary for Scotland will be well 
advised in future not to introduce the 
expressions “ denomination ” and “* deno- 
minational ” into the educational 
vocabulary North of the Tweed, as they 
do not indicate any existing cleavage in 
the character of the Board schools. 


an Scotland. 


I now come to the Questions of which 
I have given the noble Marquess private 
notice. In the first place, I wish to ask 
him whether the purchase money men- 
tioned in Article IV. of the Minute, and the 
capital expenditure mentioned in Article 
XV., will be raised by loan or be pro- 
vided from the balance of the grant men- 
tioned in Article XIV. A distinction is 
made in Clause 32 of the Bill which has 
just been introduced between grants-in- 
aid of capital expenditure and of other 
than capital expenditure. My second 
Question is, Has the committee power to 
erect premises if no suitable premises can 
be acquired by purchase or lease? I am 
glad to see in the Minute that the 
establishment of a training centre at 
Inverness is contemplated as a possible 
contingency. In that case it might be 
deemed opportune to erect a training 
college instead of acquiring one by 
purchase or by lease. The third Ques- 
tion I wish to ask is, Are the maintenance 
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allowances and the fees mentioned in 
Articles LV. and V. subject to the approval 
of the Department ? My fourth Ques- 
tion is whether the courses mentioned in 
Article 91 (d) of the Code are to come 
under the control of the committees 
created by the Minute. Those are the 
courses given by county councils or 
other local authorities, and it will 
require careful consideration whether 
county councils and sehool boards can 
be placed under the control of these 
committees. My fifth Question, which 
I suppose my noble friend will answer 
in the affirmative, is, Will a_ train- 
ing college which does not ‘‘demit its 
powers of management” receive grants 
under the Code? My sixth Question, 
of which the importance will not be 
denied, is, Where the training college is 
held in trust and is transferred by the 
trustees to the committee, is the ac- 
cepting committee bound by the trust 
deed, and can no legal objection be raised 
to such transfer by members of the 
church—-I do not add or denomination— 
whose representatives hold the training 
college in trust? My seventh Question 
is, Are the representatives of the church 
or denomination mentioned in Article XII, 
fully privileged as regards all matters to 
be dealt with by the accepting committee, 
or only as regards those relating to 
the transferred training colleges? My 
final Question is, Will the funds men- 
tioned in Article XIV. and the fees men- 
tioned in Article V. be sufficient to pro- 
vide for the training of teachers for 
secondary and elementary schools as 
regards capital and other expenditure, 
and, if not, are there any other sources 
of income which can be made available ? 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of LintrrHcow) : My 
Lords, I think it would best meet your 
Lordships’ convenience if I give cate- 
gorical replies to the somewhat long 
list of Questions put to me by the noble 
Lord behind me and the noble Lord on the 
front Opposition Bench. I will first deal 
with the Questions asked by Lord Bal- 
four of Burleigh. In reply to his first 
Question, I have to say that the trans- 
ference of a training college under 
Article IX. of the Minute is a voluntary 
transaction. 


Lord Reay. 
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nomination may therefore (1) retain the 
property in any training college in which 
it is vested and conduct exactly as at 
present ; or (2) while retaining its pro- 
perty and providing for religious  in- 
struction therein, according to its own 
views and under its own direction, it may 
grant the use of the college buildings to 
the committee for all other purposes of 
the training of teachers; or (5) it may 
divest itself of all rights in the property 
in favour of the accepting committee 
upon the conditions, inter alia, that the 
stipulations of Articles XI. and NII. of 
the Minute are observed. In the last 
case the conditions of transference 
would presumably be embedied in a 
legal instrument, and would have all the 
permanency that can be given to them 
by a legal contract, whether the present 
Minute remained in force or was super- 
seded. 


In reply to the second Question, I have 
to say that for buildings erected by 
funds received from the State or from 
profits on the management of training 
colleges arising directly or indirectly 
from the proceeds of Government grants 
or from sums specifically given for train- 
ing of teachers there could be no com- 
pensation granted. But a claim for 
payment of a money consideration in 
respect of contributions from general 
church funds or other sources not ex- 
pressly destined for the training ot 
teachers would be considered. The 
noble Lord next asked whether, under 
Article XII., the representatives will be 
chosen by the constituent body de- 
seribed as a “ Church or denomination,” 
or by the committee, and what relative 
proportion they will bear to the total 
number of the Committee. The use of 
the word ‘representatives’? in this 
Article, in the opinion of the Department. 
sufficiently indicates that the persons so 
designated must be chosen by the trans- 
ferring church, and not by the accepting 
committee. What the number of these 
representatives in any particular case 
shali be must be a matter of agreement 
between the transferring church and 
the accepting committee, and it is not 
possible to say what proportion they 
will bear to the whole number. The 
terms of the Minute secure that there 
shall be at least two. I have to say, in 
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reply to the fourth Question, that the 
regulations have not vet been drafted. 
They will deal with the whole question 
the training and certification of 
teachers as in Chapter IV. of the Code 
and in the existing special regulations of 
the Department on the subject. When 
drafted they will be laid before Parlia- 
ment. With reference to the last Ques- 
tion which my noble friend asks, I regret 
that [ cannot give a reply in the affirma- 
tive. His Majesty’s Government cannot 
undertakethat the operation of the Minute 
shall be indefinitely postponed, but it will 
be observed that under Article XY. of 
the Minute no expenditure can be incurred 
by any committee until an estimate of 
their expenditure has been submitted 
to and approved by the Department, 
and | undertake that no such expenditure 
shall be authorised until the subject has 
been discussed in both Houses ot Parlia- 
ment. 


of 


I now come to the Questions put to me 
by the noble Lord on the Front Bench 
opposite, and of which he gave me 
private notice. J{e asked, in the first 
whether the purchase money 
mentioned in Article IV. and the capital 
expenditure mentioned in Article XV. 
will be raised by loan or be provided 
from the balance of the grant mentioned 
in Article XIV. I would inform the 
noble Lord, in reply, that any sums 
necessary will be found by the Depart- 
ment, provided they have been included 
in the estimate to be submitted to and 
approved by the Department in terms 
of Article XV. In reply to his second 
Question, in which he inquired whether 
the committee have power to erect 
premises if no suitable premises can be 
acquired by purchase or lease, I have to 
state that it is not considered that the 
erection of new premises will be necessary 
for the present. Should the necessity 
arise, the terms of the Minute may ‘be 
altered as provided for by Article 
XVIII. The noble Lord next asked 
whether the maintenance allowances and 
the fees mentioned in Articles IV. and V. 


place, 


were subject to the approval of the | 


Department. These items will naturally 
be included in the estimate of expendi- 
ture to be approved by the Department 


under Article XV. 
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In reply to the noble Lord’s fourth 
Question, in which he asked whether the 
courses mentioned in Article 91 (d) of 
the Code are to come under the control 
of the committees created by the Minute, 
[ have to reply that it is proposed that 
for the further instruction of 
teachers already in employment should 
ultimately be conducted by the com- 
mittees instituted under this Minute. 
But so long as county councils have 
power to conduct classes under Article 
91 (d) of the Code, their conduct of these 
classes will not be directly controlled 
by the committees. The noble Lord 
next asked whether a training college 
which did not demit its powers of manage- 
ment would grants under the 
Code. My answer to this is, certainly. 
Next, the noble Lord inquired whether 
where a training college is held in trust 
and is transferred by the trustees to the 
committee, the accepting committee 1s 
bound by the trust deed, and whether 
no legal objection could be raised to 
such transfer by members of the Church 
or denomination whose representatives 
hold the training college in trust. No 
trustees could act in breach of a trust 
deed, but it is impossible to give a more 
definite answer without having the precise 
terms of such a trust deed before one. 
The noble Lord also inquired whether 
the representatives of the Church or 
denomination mentioned in Article XII. 
are fully privileged as regards all matters 
to be dealt with by the accepting com- 
mittee or only as regards those relating to 
the transferred training colleges. When 
representatives of a church are added to 
a committee in accordance with the terms 
of Article XII., these representatives 
become members of the committee, and 
will be entitled to take part in any 
business thereof. 


courses 


recelve 


Finally, the noble Lord asked whether 
the funds mentioned in Article XIV. 
and the fees mentioned in Article V. 
will be sufficient to provide for the 
training of teachers for secondary and 


‘elementary schools as regards capital 


and other expenditure; and, if not, 
whether there are any other sources 
of income which can be made avail- 
able. My answer to that Question is 
that it is believed that the funds men- 
tioned will be sufficient for the present 








411 Training Colleges 
for the purposes specified. My noble 


friends behind me and my noble friend | 


opposite raised an objection to the term 
“Church or denomination.” Of course 
it must be known to your Lordships that 
this Minute is not a child of mine, but 
{ accept full responsibility for it now. 
{ have looked up the Education Act of 
1872, and I find that the term “ de- 
nomination” is a good term in educa- 
tional matters. Section 68 of the Act 
of 1872 refers to “children of all de- 
nominations.” I should be very sorry 
indeed if a mere term imported into a 
Minute of this kind were to drag us into 
any of those difficulties which I fear 
have been not unknown on this side of 
the Tweed. I thank your Lordships 
for the patience with which you have 
listened to me, and I trust that the 
answers I have given will prove satis- 
factory. 


THe Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I venture to join in the approval 
of this Minute which has been expressed 
by my noble friend on the front Opposi- 
tion Bench. I merely rise to make one 
remark with regard to the first Question 
asked by the noble Lord opposite, Lord 
Balfour—namely, whether the transfer- 
ence of training colleges indicated in 
Article IX. will in all cases be permanent 
and irrevocable, and, if so, what is to be 
the guarantee for the maintenance of the 
policy outlined in the Minute. I do not 
think that the Department could possibly 
have gone further than it has gone with 
regard to the colleges which may be 
transferred. Your Lordships might sup- 


pose, from what was said, that this was— 


an absorption of the colleges by the 
University committees, and that the 
transfer was not being made at the will 
and desire of the churches to which 
the colleges now belonged. If your 
Lordships will look at the Minute you will 
see that it is only in the event of a body 
of management resolving to demit its 
powers of management and transfer to 
the committee the college premises that 
any transfer can take place ; and, more- 
over, when you look at the terms of the 
Minute and at Article XI., you will see 
that any church which may choose to 
act in pursuance of this Minute will have 
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The Minute provides that— 


“ When a training college so transferred is 
the property of, or is held in trust by, the repre- 
sentatives of any Church or religious denomina- 
tion, it shall be a condition of such transference 
that provision shall be made therein for religious 
instruction in accordance with the views of the 
said Church or denomination, to an extent not 
less than that which is at present customary in 
the college so transferred.” 

That means that when a college which 
has hitherto belonged to a Church is 
transferred to a University Committee 
it will be supported out of public funds, 
and will receive the same amount of 
religious instruction which it is receiving 
at the present time. It seems to me that 
nothing further can be desired. 


On behalf of the church it is asked, 
What guarantee have we for the per- 
manence of this? Well, in the first 
place, it would be impossible for Parlia- 
ment or the Department to bind its suc- 
cessors. We know that at the present 
time the church is treated very liberally 
from the religious point of view, and 
there is an obvious way in which the 
church may protect itself. It is perfectly 
within the power of any church which 
desires to transfer its college to insert 
in the deed of transfer a condition that 
should at any time less religious instruc- 
tion be given than had been given hither- 
to or than is bargained for under Article 
XI., then the college and all its property 
shall revert to the church. It seems to 
me that in a safeguard of that sort the 
church has a most satisfactory security. 
Those who know anything about this 
question in Scotland are aware that the 
reason for a church’s possible desire to 
transfer these colleges is that if the 
University Committees were to establish 
training colleges in competition with 
those of the churches, the larger number 
of the teachers in training would pro- 
bably go to the national training col- 
leges; but, anyhow, there would be 
very considerable difficulty in keeping 
up the training colleges connected with 
the churches. It is for that reason that 
the churches, very wisely, I think, have 
entered into a sort of arrangement with 
the Department to transfer their colleges. 
That is a very wise and sensible thing, so 
far as my judgment goes, for them to do ; 
but to go further and ask for a guarantee 
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that the same amount of religious in- 
struction is always to be continued is 
to ask something which is not reasonable, 
and which it would not be in the power 
of Parliament or the Department to 
concede. Therefore, I think the policy 
laid down in the Minute is as favourable 
to the churches as it possibly could be. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP — or 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, I hope I 


shall not be intruding if I venture to say 
a few words on this subject. Although 
I have no personal connection with edu- 
cation matters north of the Tweed, yet 
the subject with which this Minute deals 
concerns in an indirect way English as 
well as Scottish interests. I associate 
myself entirely with the position taken 
by my noble friend Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh in the speech with which he 
introduced this question to your Lord- 
ships. Like my noble friend I desire to 
express complete sympathy with the 
general policy which so far as I under- 
stand it underlies the Minute in ques- 
tion. I do not think we have real 
ground for regarding the interests which 
we care for most as being imperilled by 
this Minute; but, at the same time, I 
for one am grateful to my noble friend 
for having introduced this subject and 
emphasised the need for caution and the 
provision of safeguards against the peril 
that such a transfer as is now proposed 
might weaken the religious basis upon 
which the training colleges have from the 
first rested. It is perfectly true, as the 
noble Earl opposite (Lord Cimperdown) 
said, that no training college is under com- 
pulsion to transfer itself; but there are 
other processes besides direct compulsion 
which may practically p oduce the same 
result. It is easy to see how an est blish- 
ment endowed with all the resources 
of the State may practically bring 
about the decease of the colleges by 
under-cutting the existing religiously- 
grounded institucions and so compelling 
them to close their doors. But I see no 
reason at present to apprehend anything 
of the kind. 


What has fallen from the noble 
Marquess the Secretary for Scotland and 
from the noble Lord on the front bench 
opposite (Lord Reay) reassures us all as 
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to there being practically no difference 


of opinion on this subject amongst those 
who have really at heart the interests 
of educational matters in Scotland, 
and the control, directly or indirectly, of 
the policy that is to be pursued. I am 
anxious merely to say how cordially we 
emphasise, from the English standpoint. 
the position taken by Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh as to the care that is necessary 
in this matter lest we allow the principle 
to drop upon which the training colleges 
were started—a principle which we 
believe to be inherent to their health to- 
day, namely, that religious teaching 
shall form an essential part of what goes 
on there. We feel that that needs to be 
safeguarded by those who are concerned 
in any such transfer as is at present 
contemplated. It is true to say that the 
initial stimulus in educational matters as 
regirds training colleges must be 
assigned, not to the State, but to the 
bodies which had specially at heart th» 
religious teaching which was to accom- 
pany secular teaching. Gradually the 
State has dissociated itself further and 
further from the religious side of the 
instruction given either in the training 
colleg»s or in the schools to which those 
who are there trained go as teachers, and 
in proportion as the State dissociates 
itself from the supervision of religious 
teaching in any form, it becomes the more 
essential that those of us who care for the 
rel'gious as well as for the secular side of 
education shall see that the religious side 
is not forgotten or impaired. It is be- 
cause we believe thit that branch of 
education will be considered and remem- 
bered by those who are responsible in 
Scotland for the transfers that are about 
to take place under this Minute that we 
can express our general approval of the 
policy which seems to be foreshadowed. 


We care, first, that the teacher who is 
being educated in the training college 
shall learn himself or herself that religious 
knowledge which is afterwards to be 
imparted: and, secondly, that he or she 
should adequately learn to impart that 
knowledge to little children. The two 
things are not identical, and there is no 
branch of educational science more 
difficult to acquire than the power of 
imparting to little children that re- 
ligious knowledge which we believe 
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practically all the parents on both sides | 
of the Tweed desire should be imparted 
to the children in the schools to which 
those teachers thus trained are to go, | 
It is just because we care for that so 
greatly that we are anxious to remind 
those who are at this moment responsible, 
and those who may hereafter be respon- 
sible, that it is in consequence of the 
assurance which has been fairly given to 
us that such is the intention of those 
who are promoting the change that we 
feel able now, as I for one cordially do, 
to support the policy here laid down, and 
to say that we wish it all success. 


Training Colleges 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, I 
should like to add a few words on this sub- 
ject. It is notoriovs that our system of 
training in Scotland has been very defec- 
tive in the past, and that those colleges | 
which have been essentially denomina- | 
tional colleges, have failed to supply a 
sufficierit number of teachers, or to teach 
them satisfactorily, There are one or 
two points in this proposal to which 
[ should like to draw your Lordships’ 
attention. It has not been distinctly 
stated how far in these new colleges, 
when they were transferred, _ reli- 
gious or denominational instruction is to 
be given to the teachers. It does seem 
to me that there is a great deal ot danger 
in not defining this clearly, for there is 
no doubt that heretofore the colleges 
have given religious instruction in 
accordance with the views of the particu- 
lar denomination to which the training 
college belonged. When these colleges 
are transferred to the Universities they 
will practically become national training 
colleges. and it does seem to me that in 
national training colleges denominational 
teaching should not be given. The only 
safe way to deal with the question 
would be to let the teaching in such 
colleges be secular teaching, and leave | 
the training of the teachers, so far as) 
religious views are concerned, to the 
churches themselves. 


There isanother point. As I understand, | 
the noble Marquess the Secretary for | 
Scotland pointed out that this is in a 
large measure an optional arrangement. | 
There is no compulsion on the training | 
colleges to come in under this system; 
they are quite at liberty to stay out and’ 

The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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continue as in the past. I think that 
is a little unfortunate, because what we 


really want to see iS a national system of 


training teachers established in Scotland, 
It should be donein connection with the 
Universities in a national way. When it 
is a question of a considerable transfer of 
property of this sort it is doubtful 
whether it is competent for the Depart- 
ment to carry it out by a Departmental 
Minute. It appears to me to bea matter 
much more suited for au Act of Parlia- 
ment, and I should like to put it to the 
noble Marquess whether to give full effect 
to the objects of the Minute the proposals 
should not be put into a Bill and have the 
authority of an Act of Parliament. I 
think it will be difficult to find a prece- 


dentin which so great a transfer of pro- 


perty has been proposed to be made bya 
mere Minute of a Department, 

[ should like to say a word upon the 
last Question put to the noble Marquess 
by Lord Balfour of Burleigh. I would 
urge that delay is desirable; first, because 
we have not sufficiently full information 
with regard to the method in which, and 
how far, religious teaching is to be given; 
and secondly, because I think it is almost 
a stretch cf power to deal with so largea 
transfer of property by means of a Minute. 
Moreover, it does seem to me that the 
fact that there is now before Parliament 
a proposal to deal with education in Scot- 
land which must largely affect this ques- 
tion isa further argument in favour of 
As [ understand, under the new 
proposals provincial councils are to be 
set up throughout Scotland. It does seem 
to me that the question of the training of 
teachers is essentially one which ought 
to be brought within the work of the 
provincial councils, and [ think it will be 
found thit these councils, when they are 
set up, will more and more be entrusted 
with work of this sort. That being the 
case, is it advisable to set up a system of 
committees, which at best can last but a 
few months, when there are certainly 


/many open points ye: to be discussed 
| and decided. 


I would urge that in the 
meantime it would be desirable to post- 
pone any further action in this matter. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or 
‘tHE BOARD or EDUCATION (The 


Marquess of Lonponperry) : My Lords, 





he 
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I do not think I shall be contradicted 
when I say that no Member of vour Lord- 
ships’ House is more qualified to speak 
on Scottish matters than my noble friend 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh, who for so 
many years occupied the position of Sec- 
retary for Scotland with credit to himself 
and to the admiration of all classes of 
the community in Scotland. Conse- 
quently, when he raised this very 
important question to-day your Lordships 
naturally listened to him with the greatest 
interest, and I think the noble Marquess 
who replied on behalf of the Scottish 
Office clearly and explicitly answered in 
detail the Questions put to him. The 
gre:t fear which Lord Balfour entertains 
as to the effect of the Minute is that 
religious education in Scotland will be 
weakened. Occupying the position I do 
[am bound to be, so far as that is possible, 
strictly impartial, but no one has a greater 
respect tor religious instruction in schools 
than I have, and if I thought for one 
moment that the Minute was likely to 
weaken religious instruction in Scotland 
I should no be standing here to-night to 
deiend that Minute. I cannot believe 
‘orone moment that the Minute will have 
that effect. 


The most rev. Primate and my noble 
friend laid great stress on the fact that 
teachers ought to be absolutely imbued 
with the views that they have to 
impart to the children under their care, 
and I agree entirely with all that was 
said on that point. Ido not think that 
education of any kind can be properly 
imparted to children unless the teacher 
is specially trained to impart that know- 
ledge, and I cannot, for one moment, 
believe that the change which is proposed 
will result in the teachers receiving less 
religious instruction. The change 
undoubtedly is to a certain extent a great 
one, but, whatever takes place under it, 
there is no compulsion cf any sort or kind 
on denominational ceclleges, nor need 
they have the least fear that they will 
have to abandon their present position if 
Such a course is contrary to their wishes. 
It is possible for them, if they choose, to 
remain absolutely independent, and not 
only that, but to receive in the future 
those grants from the State which they 
have received in the past. 
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Apart from the position of the exist- 
in training colleges each committee 
is empowered to provide, whether in 
University classes or otherwise, courses 
of instruction suitable for the training of 
teachers, and it is especially laid down 
that these courses may include, if the 
committee so determine, instruction In 
religious subjects. It may be said, “ Yes, 
but that ought to be compulsory. It 
ought not te be left in the power of the 
committee to decide whether it should 
or should not be given.” I honestly con- 
fess that I do not think there is any need 
for apprehension on that point. Religious 
instruction of a denominational character 
has always been given in Scotlind in 
the past, and I cannot see why there 
should be any fear that it will not be 
given in the future. 


My noble friend Lord Balfour of 
Bu leigh alluded to a speech made by the 
Prime Minister at Manchester, in which 
my right hon. friend rightly declared that 
the religious instruction given to children 
should be in accordance with the wishes 
of their parents. That is what we have 
tried to do both in England and in Scot- 
land. The committees which will be 
appointed will comprise members who 
have occupied prominent places on 
the local authorities in various dis- 
tricts, and if religious instruction of a 
denominational character has been given 
in the past in the schools over which they 
have had control, [do not see why any 
fear should be entertained on that score in 
the future. InEnglanddenominational in- 
s'ruction cannot be given in the provided 
schools, but in Scotland no such difference 
exists. That being so, I cannot see why 
there should be any apprehension on 
accourit of the proposed change. 


The rights and privileges of the 
colleges that may be transferred are 
thoroughly safeguarded in the Minute. 
Article XT. provides that when a 
training college so transferre! is the 
property of, or is held in trust by, 
the representatives of any Church 
or religious denomination, it shall be a 
condition of such trinsference that pro- 
vision shall be made therein for religious 
instruction in accordance with the views 
of the said Church or denomination to 


an extent not less than that which is at 
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present customary in the college so| 
transferred, which instruction may either | 
be provided by the accepting committee or | 
the transferring Church or denomination, | 
us may be agreed between them. And 
Article XT. goes on to say that where the 
accepting committee undertake to pro- 
vide such instruction on the’r own be- 
half, it shall be a condition that they 
also undertake to afford adequate 
facilities for the periodical inspection of 
the said instruction by duly accredited 
representatives of the transferring Church 
or denomination under conditions to be 
determined by the Department. That 
being the case, I really do not see how 
there can be any apprehension as regar.\s 
the future of religious education in these 
colleges should they be transferred to the 
committee. 


My noble friend opposite, Lord Tweed- 
mouth, suggested that the matter should 
be more fully threshed out before the 
Minute becameoperative. My noble friend 
the Secretary for Scotland has permitted 
me to say that he has no objection to the 
question being discussed as often as your 
Lordships choose. But I do not think my 
noble friend Lord Balfour will have any 
cause to complain of the categorical 
answers so clearly given to his Questions 
by the noble Marquess. 


*THE MaRQuEss OF RIPON : My Lords, 
Iam very well aware that those who 
dwell on the other side of the Tweed do 
not like the interference of Englishmen 
in Scottish questions, and it is a very 
reasonable feeling on their part. Your 
Lordships, therefore, will not be surprised 
when I say that I do not rise for the 
purpose of discussing the details of this 
matter at all; but I do think that 
the suggestion of my noble friend Lord 
Belfour of Burleigh, which has been 
supported by my noble friend Lord 
Tweedmouth, that this Minute should 
not be brought into operation until after 
both Houses have had an opportunity 
of discussing the Education Bill which 
we understand is shortly to be intro- 
duced, is one deserving of the serious 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. There are some portions of this 
Minute which, as suggested by Lord 
Tweedmouth, seem to me to require 
legislation, and I do not think they can. 
Le carried out by a mere Minute. But, 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 


(Scotland) Bill. 42u) 


apart from that question, as we are 
going to have a Scottish Education Bill 
this year, I would press on His Majesty’s 
Government that they should not deal 
with the question partly by Minute 
before the Bill is brought in, and partly 
by Bill, but should deal with the 
subject as a whole and by Bill as being 
the best means of securing complete dis- 
cussion by Parliament. 


WHALE FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) 
BILL [1.1.]- 


[Seconp READING.] 


Order of the day for the Second 


Reading read. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of LixtirHcow) : My 
Lords, this is practically the same 
Bill which passed through your Lord- 
ships’ House in August of last  vear, 
On the occasion of the Second Reading 
of that measure my noble friend Lord 
Kintore, who was last session in charge 
of Scottish matters in vour Lordships’ 
House, made a very able aud compre- 
hensive speech explaining the whole of 
the proposals very fully. I do not think 
it is necessary for me to recapitulate 
what he said. I would only remind 
your Lordships that the Bill is founded 
on the Report of a Committee appointed 
by my predecessor, and that it has 
three objects in view—(1) the protection 
of the inhabitants of the districts near 
the whaling stations from nuisance and 
danger to health; (2) the protection of 
fishermen in the pursuit of their lawiul 
industry; and (3) the protection of the 
whaling trade against itself. I believe 
that if the Bill is passed the whaling 
industry may become a very useful one, 
and be prosecuted without injury to the 
fisher-folk and with advantage to the 
people living in the neighbourhood of 
the whaling stations. 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2".” 
---(The Marquess of Linlithgow.) 


On Question, Bill read 2° and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Six o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 20th March, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_— 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 67 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 


{20 Marcn 1905} 


Report from one of the Examiners of , 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the. 


case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 67 
has been complied with, viz. :—Cork 
Junction Railways Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 66 
NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 66 
has not been complied with, viz. :—Cork 
Junction Railways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders, 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz.:—Leven’s Patent Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standin 
Orders. 


oO 
o 


Dublin United Tramways Bill (by 
Order). Read a second time, and 
committed. 


Swansea Corporation Bill; Ordered, 
That the Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Committee on the Swansea 
Improvements and Tramways Bill in 
Session 1897 be referred to the 
Committee on the Swansea Corporation 
Bill.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Corporation Bill. 


Reports, &c. 422 


Accrington Corporation Bill; Morley 
Reported from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee, with 
Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from Leeds, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Ayrshire, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 


Return [presented 17th March] to be 
printed. [No. 88.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) GENERAL 
REPORTS. 

Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Northern 
Division of Scotland for the year 1904 
[by Command]: to lie upon the Table. 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION 

CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Proceed- 


ings during the month of January, 1905 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


(PRO- 


NAVY (VICTUALLING YARD MANUFAC. 
TURING ACCOUNTS, 1903-4). 

Annual Accounts presented, of the 
Cost of Manufacturing, Provisions, 
Victualling Stores, etc., at the Home 
Victualling Yards and Malta Yard for 
1903-4, with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General thereon 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 89.] 


NAVY (NEW SCHEME OF TRAINING). 


Copy presented, of Further Reports of 
Members of the Interview Committees on 
the selection of Candidates for nomina- 
tion as Naval Cadets [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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IRISH LAND ACT, 1903 (IRISH LAND | 


COMMISSION ESTATES COMMIS- 
SIONERS). 
Copy ordered, ‘‘of instructions issued 
by the Commissioners for the guidance 
of inspectors.” —(Mr. Walter Long.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 90.] 


EAST INDIA (EMPLOYMENT OF TROOPS 
OUT OF INDIA). 
Address for ‘‘ Return comprising the 
particulars, as follows :— 

(1) What number of British 
Troops, and of what arms, were 
taken from the Indian Garrison in 
September and October, 1899, and 
sent on service in South Afric.. 


(2) How many subsequently, and 
what number were there at the 
close of the war. 


(3) How many and what classes 
of Troops were sent from India to 
China to assist in putting down the 
Boxer rising, rescuing members of 
the European Legations, and recover- 
ing their buildings at Pekin. 


(4) The numbers of British and 
Indiin Troops detached from the 
Indian Garrison for. service in 
Somaliland and East Africa. 


(5) What was the amount saved 
to the Military Expenditure of the 
Indian Government by the loan of 
these Troops and the Indian Com- 


missariat Services for purposes of 


the Home Government in the 
several years of those transfers; also 
in the aggregate.’—(Sir Walter 
Foster.) 


SMALL ARMS FACTORIES (MANU- 
FACTURES). 
Address for ‘“ Return showing— 


The number of Lee-Metford and 
Lee-Enfield rifles manufactured at 
the Royal Small Arms Factories at 
Enfield und Sp irkbrook respectively, 
with the cost per rifle at each 
Factory for the years 1890-1 and 
onward to the year ending the 31st 
day of March, 1903, inclusive. 
Also thenumber of Lee-Metford and 


Lee-Enfield rifles manufactured at 
the Birmingham and London Small 
Arms Factories respectively, with 
the contract price of same at each 
Factory for the vears 1890 and 
onward to the year ending the 31st 
day of March, 1903, inclusive. 

The total numbers made at each 
of the four Factories for the years 
named respectively, and the average 
cost at each Factory per rifle. 

The number of sword bayonets for 
the Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield 
rifles manufactured at the Royal 
Small Arms Factories at Enfield and 
Sparkbrook during the same period, 
with the number and cost per sword 
bavonet for each year respectively, 
and the orders on hand and un- 
finished at the present time 

The number of sword b:yonets 
for the Lee-Metford and Lee-Enfield 
rifles manufactured by private con- 
tract for the same period, showing 
cost per sword bayonet for each 
year respectively, and orders in 
hand undelivered at the present 
time. see 


The number of machine guns 
made at Enfield and “parkbrook 
respectively for the years 1889 to 
1904, showing type and cost per 
gun for each year, aiid the number 
of guns on order and unfinished at 
each Factory at the present time. 


The number of machine guns 
made by private contract during 
the years 1889 onwards to 1904 
respectively, showing type and cost 
per gun for each year, with tl 
numbers of guns on order and unde- 
livered at the present time. 


le 


The number of pistols manufac- 
tured at Enfield between the Vears 
1880 upwards to 1904 inclus've, 
showing type and cost per pistol 
for each year respectively. 

The number of pistols manufac- 
tured by private contract for the 
years 1880 upwards to 1904 in- 
clusive, showing type and cost per 
pistol for each year respectively. 

The total amount of money ex- 
pended on plant for the manufac- 
ture of pistols at Enfield. 
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The additions to building and 
plant at Enfield since the year 1885 
up to the present time, and the 
co-t for each year respectively. 

The estimated cost of the elec- 
trical power now being installed. 

The number of men employed in 
the machine gun department at 
infield for the years 1889 upwards 
to 1804 respectively, and the num- 
ber employed at the present time. 
The total amount paid in wages for 
each year respectively, and the 
mount paid in wages for the 
eleven months ending February, 
LYO5. 

The number of men employed 
it Enfield and Sparkbrook respec- 
tively, for the years 1888 upwards 
to 1904, and the total amount paid 
in wages for each year during the 
same period at each factory. 

The number at present emploved 
at Enfield and Sparkbrook respec- 
tively. 

The number of machines at 
present standing idle at Enfield and 
Sparkbrook respectively, and the 
number of machines partially em- 
ployed at each factory. 


What is the normal capacity for 
output at each of the two factories, 
and what would be the capacity for 
output of Enfield and Sparkbrook 
respectively if the men were em- 
ployed on three eight-hour shifts in 
each twenty-four hours, including 
Sundays. 

The cost of building and plant of 
the Royal Small Arms Factory now 
being built in India, and the esti- 
mated capacity for output in nor- 
mal and three eight-hour shifts 
each twenty-four hours, including 
Sundays.”—(Mr. Abel Smith.) 


ARMY (PENSIONS), 
Address for ‘‘ Return of— 


(1) The number of Officers, Non- 
Commissioned Officers, and Men 
who retired from the Army on 
pension (time expired only) in each 
of the following years: 1894, 1895, 
1896, 1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901, 
1902, and 1903, 
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(2) The average number of years 
of servic» (a) of Officers retiring on 
pension, (b) of Non - Commissioned 
Officers and Men retiring on pension 
in each of the above years. 

(3) The total amount of cash paid 
to the above time-expired pen- 
sioners, namely, (a) to Officers, (b) 
to Non-Commissioned Officers and 
Men, in each of the above vears. 

(4) The total number of pen- 
sioners deceas d in each of the 
above years (a) Officers, (b) Non- 
Commissione! Officers and Men. 


(5) The average ages at death 
(a) of Gfficers, (b) of Noi -Com- 
missioned Officers and Men in each 
of the above years. 


(6) The total eash amount dis. 
bursed in pensions, during the 
tenure of the pension, to each de- 
ceased pensioner in each olf the 
above years (a) to (flicers, (b) to 
Nou - Commissioned Officers and 
Men.”—(Captain Norton.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Duties of Local Authorities under the 
Public Health Acts. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Poard whether his attention has 
been drawn to the report of a case in 
which the Mayor, Aldermen, and Council 
of the Borough of Paddington were 
summoned for refusing to grant a certifi- 
cate to allow a baker to use his premises ; 
and whether, having regard to the ob- 
servations made by the stipendiary 
magistrate who dealt with the case 
(granting at once the necessary certifi- 
cate), he will, in the interests of traders, 
issue a circular to all borough councils 
and administrative bodies as to their 
duties under the Acts relating to public 
health and sanitation, 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
have seen a newspaper report of the 
case referred to and have made some 
inquiry with regard toit. I understand 


that the consideration with which the 
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Paddington Borough Counc] and their | 
officers have administered the enactment 
under which the proceedings were taken 
has been acknowledged by a considerable 
number of the proprietors and lessees of 
underground bakehouses in the borough, 
and it does not seem to me necessary to 
issue any such circular as that suggested. 


Out-Relief for Underfed Children. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, in 
view of the evidence given before the 
Physical Deterioration Committee re- 
lating to the condition of children, he 
will issue a circular to boards of 
guardians calling their attention to 
their powers and duties as to underfed 
children, and pointing out the im- 
portance, in the case of giving out-rel ef 
to young children, of giving milk rather 
than a large amount of bread. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) So 
far as I am aware, there is no reason to 
suppose that boards of guardians are 
not alive to the powers and duties which 
attach to them in relation to underfed 
children, where application is made to 
them for relief. With regard to the 
latter part of the Question, [ think that 
boards of guardians may be trusted to 
use their discretion as to giving of milk 
as out-relief to young children. The 
Local Government Board called the 
attention of their inspectors to the sub- 
ject last year. It does not appear to me 
to be necessary to issue a circular as 
suggested. 


Issue of Somaliland Medal and Gratuity 


to Naval Brigade. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the: 


Admiralty if he will explain why the 
medal and gratuity for service in Somali- 
land has not yet been issued to the men 
of the Royal Navy who took part in the 
operations, although they have for some 
time been distributed to those entitled 
to them in the Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Admiralty decision as to the medal and 
gratuity for the operations in Somaliland 
was given on 28th January. Steps were 
at once taken to make the necessary com- | 
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munications to the Treasury for the 
payment of the gratuity and to the Mint 
for the supply of the medals. The bulk 
of the latter having now been received, 
a notice as to the terms of the award 
will appear in the London Gazette of 
Tuesday 21st instant, and the distribu- 
tion will proceed forthwith. The pay- 
ment of the gratuities to those entitled 
has already commenced. 


Questions. 


Fair Wages Resolution and Steamship 


Mail Contracts. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the wages paid to the 
sailors and firemen employed on the 
Royal Mail steamer “‘Orepesa,” of the 
Pacific Line, are in accordance with the 
Fair Wage Resolution of this House; 
and whether such rate of wages is equal 
to that paid by other steamship companies 
engaged in the same trade carrying the 
Royal mails from Southampton and other 
ports. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The Secre- 
tary to the Treasury has vequested me 
to reply to this Question, as it relates 
primarily to the Post Office. I have no 
information as to the wages paid on the 
steamer mentioned by the hon. Member. 
It has always been held that the Fair 
Wages Resolution of the House does not 
apply to contracts with steamship com- 
panies for the conveyance of mails. 


Injuries to Seamen. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade if he can 
state the number of seamen who met 
with hurt or injury on board British 
ships during the year 1904; whether he 
can state the number of such seamen 
who were engaged at ports in the United 
Kingdom; whether he can state the 
number of such seamen engaged at ports 
abroad; and whether he can state the 
number of seamen whose expenses were 
paid by the owners, and also of those 
whose expenses were paid out of the 
wages due to the seamen from the ship. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
number of seamen reported to the Board 
of Trade as having been injured during 
the year 1904 was 2,594, while 1,049 are 
reported to have lost their lives owing to 
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wreck, casualty, or other accident. I am 
afraid I cannot give comparable figures 
with reference to the various other 
matters referred to by the hon. Member’s 
Question. 


Inspection of Weights and Measures 
on Board Ship. 
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Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secre- | 
tary to the Board of Trade whether in- | 
spectors of weights and measures examine | 
the weights and measures used on board | 
ship for weighing provisions and other 
articles supplied to seamen, as provided 
by Section 201 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act; and, if not, whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made into the matter with 
a view to such weights and measures 
being thoroughly examined and, if unfit, | 
condemned as required by the Weights 
and Measures Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) In- | 
spectors of weights and measures are 
under the control of loca] authorities, and | 
I will cause inquiries to be made as to the | 
practice with regard to their inspection 
of weights and measures used on board | 
ship. | 





Prices of Tobacco supplied to Masters of | 
British Ships. 

Mr. NANNETYI: To ask the Secretary | 
to the Board of Trade if he will state the | 
price paid by the masters of British ships 
per pound for tobacco out of bond at 
ports in the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) There | 
are no figures in the possession of the | 
Board of Trade that would enable me to 
furnish the information asked for by the 
hon. Member. 


Scale of Provisions for Merchant Ships. | 

Mr. NANNETIT: Toask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade if he can state 
how many shipowners have adopted the 
scale of provisions for merchant ships 
recommended by the Mercantile Marine 
Committee; whether he can state the 
reason why the scale recommended by 
this Comittee has not been generally 
adopted ; and whether it is the intention 
of His Majesty’s Government to introduce 
a Bill this session making the scale recom- 
mended by the Mercantile Marine 
Committee compulsory. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 1 am 
unable to state how many shipowners have 
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adopted the scale of provisions recom- 
mended by the Mercantile Marine 
Committee, but I find that out of 3,647 
merchant vessels registered and engaging 
crews in the United Kingdom in the year 
1904, 380 adopted that scale. Although 
this scale has not been more generally 
adopted I find that a similar scale was 
articles of 1,691 
vessels. As at present advised the Board 
of Trade are not prepared to introduce 
legislation for the purpose of making any 
scale compulsory. 


Seamen’s Discharges—Case of Bengtson. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to the case ofa 
seaman, named Bengtson, who engaged 
on the British steamship ‘ Ovid,” at 
Yokohama, on October 25th, 1904, and, 
in consequence of injuries received in the 
service of the ship, was discharged at 
Batavia on December 5th, the master 
paying him the balance of wages due; 
and will he explain, in view of Section 
207 of The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
why, on Bengtson’s arrival in London on 
February 27th, 1995, he was informed by 
the superintendent of the Mercantile 
Marine Office, Victoria Docks, that the 
balance of his wages, namely, £6 ls. 4d., 
for which he applied, had been used for 
the purpose of defraying the cost of his 
passage and maintenance to England. ~ 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade are making inquiries into 


| this matter, and when they are concluded 


a communication shall be addressed to 
the hon. Member. 


Fatal Accidents on Electrified North 
Eastern Railway. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if he will state the names of the persons 
who have met with fatal injuries since 
the opening of the electrified portion of 
the North Eastern Railway a vear ago 
through coming into contact with the live 
rail; and what compensation has been 
awarded to the relatives in each instance, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
names reported to the Board of Trade 
are as follows: John Frederick Irving, 
Joseph Innis, Jonas Whitehead, James 
Harris, and Elizabeth Chapman. The 
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accident to the last named appears to be 
that which the hon. Member has referred 
to in previous Questions as an accident 
to Alice Maughan. I am not aware what 
compensation has been paid to the 
relatives in any of these cases. 


Questions. 


Explosions caused by Escaping Gas and 
Electric Current. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether his attention has been 
called to accidents reported by the 
Metropolitan Police as being due to ex- 
plosions caused through gas escaping into 
telegraph inspection chambers andcoming 
into contact with leakage in an electric 
wire; and will he state what compensa- 
tion has been paid for any personal 
injuries which such accidents may have 
caused, and what action has been taken 
to prevent their recurrence. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) My 
attention has been called to this matter 
frequently, butas I toid the hon. Member. 
in reply to his Question of last session, I 
have not seen any reason to suppose that 
explosions have been due to leakage in a 
telegraph or telephone wire. No com- 
pensation has been paid by the Post 
Office, which has not been in any way in 
fault. The engineers of the Post Office 
are considering whether there is anything 
the Department can do to diminish the 
danger arising from the escape of gas. 

Allowances to London Post Office 
Engineers. 

Captain ,NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask thejPostmaster-Genera] if he can 
state whether any part of the allowances 
authorised by the Treasury to London 
Post Office engineers on November 2nd, 
1904, has yetybeen paid; whether it has 
been proposed to apply these allowances 
by means of a corresponding reduction of 
salaries; and whether, in view of the 
figures quoted on page 116 of the Post 
Office Estimates, it has been decided to 
enforce this method of application, despite 
the unanimous refusal of the officers con- 
cerned to accept it after being invited to 
do so. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
allowances in question have been paid to 
all persons entering the establishment 
snce November 2nd last. But it was 





+ See (4) lL ebates, cxxxix., 1551. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 452 


not my intention to alter the total 
remuneration of the existing members of 
the upper classes of the engineering 
establishment in London. In their case 
the allowances can only be paid con- 
currently with a corresponding reduction 
in salaries, and they.were allowed to choose 
between the old and the new method of 
payment. In the case of the sub- 
engineers, however, I have under con- 
sideration the question of granting the 
allowance as an addition to the present 
salaries of men now on the class. The 
full allowance, however, would not be 
given to those who have already received 
increased pay in respect of their appoint- 
ment to a post in London. 


Regulations to Check Importation of 

iseased Fruit. 

CoLoneEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): To ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture what foreign nations or 
Briti-h Colonies have laws and regulations 
to check and prevent the importation of 
diseased apples or other fruit, so as to 
stop the introduction into their respective 
countries of the codlin moth and other 
insect pests. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) All 
the principal vine-growing countries have 
made regulations designed to prevent the 
introduction of the phylloxera. The 
United States, Canada, and the South 
African and Australian Colonies also 
take precautionary measures against the 
San Jose scale. British Columbia aims 
at excluding the woolly aphis, the 
apple tree aphis, the codlin moth, and 
other injurious insects and all fungus 
diseases, and most, if not all, of the 
Australian Colonies and many of the 
American States adopt similar precau- 
tions to prevent the introduction of 
insect and fungus pests, As my hon. 
friend is aware, we have prepared a full 
Memorandum on the subject for the 
information of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on Fruit Culture, of which he is ‘a 
member; and the subject is one} which 
will continue to receive their careful 
consideration, 


Employees in the Ordnance Survey Office. 

Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether the official 
order recently issued ito the Royal 
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Arsenal and Dockyards, that in the 
event of its being necessary to discharge 
employees those who have been employed 
less than ten years should be selected 
for discharge. is to apply to the Ordnance 
Survey. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The order to which my hon. friend refers 
does not apply to the Ordnance Survey. 
It is the general rule of the Survey, when 
a reduction of the staff becomes necessary , 
to select the younger men for discharge 
where possible, but each case is con- 
sidered on its merits. It may, for 
example, sometimes be necessary to dis- 
charge an old employee if there is no 
suitable work for him to do, or to give 
the preference to a younger employee 
with an excellent record as compared 
with an older one with a bad record. I 
may add that we do not anticipate that 
it will be necessary to make any general 
reduction in the staff of the Survey in 
the near future which cannot be effected 
by not filling up vacancies as they occur. 


Sugar Duty. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer what 
was the average gross rate of duty 
received on sugar in each financial year 
since the reimposition of the sugar duty, 
up to the 31st March, 1904, and in the 
eleven months up to the 28th February, 
1905; the number of samples of sugar 
polariscopically examined by the Customs 
in the above periods and the cost of such 
examination; the annual cost to the 
country of supervising the British sugar 
refineries in bond; and whether he has 
yet had an opportunity of considering 
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the system by which the sugar duties are 
levied on polariscopic tests ; and whether, 
in view of the bonding of British re- 
fineries under the Sugar Convention Act, 
a simpler method might with advan- 
tage to the revenue be adopted; and, if 
so, whether he intends to make any 
change in the system this year. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The average gross rate of duty received 
on sugar in each financial year since the 
reimposition of the Sugar Duty, up to 
the 51st March, 1904, and in the’ eleven 
months up to the 28th February, 1905, 
is a8 follows: Financial year ended 31st 
March, 1902, the cwt. 3s. 10°87d.; 
financial year ended 31st March, 1903, 
the ewt. 5s. 10°21d. ; financial year fended 
3lst March, 1904, the ewt. 3s. 11°49d.; 
eleven months ended 28th February, 
1905, the ewt. 4s. 0°06d. The increase 
in the average gross rate in 1904 and in 
1905 is due to the fact that, previous to 
Ist September, 1903, sugar which was 
imported to be refined in this country 
was duty-paid while in an unrefined con- 
dition, and that, from the 1st September, 


| 1903, sugar imported to be refined in 


Great Britain has not been duty-paid 
until after refinement. Asa consequence, 
the average cwt. of sugar, duty-paid 
while unrefined, being of a lower polarisa- 
tion and sweetening power than the 
average cwt. of sugar now duty-paid?on 
delivery from a refinery, was necessarily 
assessed at a lower average rate of duty. 
The number of samples of sugar polari- 
scopically examined by the Customs in 
the above periods and the cost of such 
examination was as follows— 








Number of 
samples Cost of 
polariscopically examination 
examined. thereof. 
| £ 
Financial Year ended 31st March, 1902 - 25,706 | 2,159 
ne Pe 1903 28,005 2,471 
‘s <4 1904 - 28,176 2,380 
11 months ended 28th February, 1905 . 23,369 1,934 
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The annual cost to the country of 
supervising the British sugar refineries in 
bond is estimated, under present condi- 
tions, at £15,600. With reference to the 
remaining portion of the Question, I am 
advised that the system of levying the 
sugar duty on polariscopic test is accepted 
without demur by all engaged in the 
trade, and that the polariscopic method 
of testing sugar is simple, rapid, and 
accurate, no better method being known 
or required. Both at home and abroad 
it is a method understood and practised 
with satisfactory results both by Govern- 
ments for sugar revenue and by those 
engaged in the sugar industry. In view 
of these considerations I am not prepared 
to recommend any alteration in the 
existing system of collecting the duty. 


Questions. 


Budget Figures—Payments for Outstand- 
ing Contracts—Arrears of Income-Tax. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in preparing the Budget Esti- 
mates for the year 1905-6, he will append 
thereto a schedule giving particulars of 
orders given and contracts entered into 
by the Government for stores, buildings, 
munitions of war, or other supplies which 
will have to be delivered to the Govern- 
ment in future, but which have not been 
provided for in the said Budget Estimates; 
and whether he will also give an estimate 
of the amount of arrears of income-tax 
outstanding on 3lst March, 1905, as 
compared with the amount of arrears of 
the said tax which were outstanding on 
3lst March, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
I must ask the hon. Member to await the 
Budget statement. If, when that state- 
ment is made, it does not contain in- 
formation which he thinks indispensable, 
I shall be prepared to consider the pro- 
priety of supplementing it by further 
communications. But I must respect- 
fully decline to pledge myself beforehand 
as to the nature and scope of the state- 
ment. 


National Repertory Theatre—Suggested 
Government Subsidy. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he has been requested 
to grant an annual subsidy towards the 
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permanent establishment of a National 
Repertory Theatre, provided a proportion 
of the funds required is guaranteed by 
the members of the public interested in 
its establishment; and, if so, can he state 
the answer which he gave to that request. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Yes, Sir, I have been requested to lay 
before His Majesty’s Government a 
proposal to grant an annual subsidy of 
£10,000 towards the permanent establish- 
ment of a National Repertory Theatre 
in the West End of London. I have 
replied that Iam unable to recommend 
such a grant from public funds. 


Political Pensions—Declaration of 
Necessitous Circumstances. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the political pensions granted 
under the provisions of 32 and 33 Vic., 
c. 60, are subject to a declaration of 
necessitous circumstances; and if he will 
state the terms of such declaration. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Yes, Sir, the grant of such pensions is 
subject to a declaration that the pen- 
sioner’s total income is inadequate to 
maintain his station in life. The declara- 
tion is framed under the provisions of 
Section 7 of the Act of 1869. 


Report of Income-Tax Inquiry Committee. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the Departmental 
Committee of Inquiry into the Income- 
Tax has reported; and, if not, when its 
Report may be expected; and whether 
a copy of its Report will be laid upon 
the Table of the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Committee has not yet reported, but 
Iam informed that its Report may be 
looked for shortly. The work of the 
Committee has been somewhat prolonged 
by the addition in November to their 
reference of an instruction to inquire 
and report whether co-operative societies 
enjoy under the present law any undue 
exemption from liability to income-tax. 
When I have received the Report, I will 


' consider whether it can be presented to 
| Parliament. 
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Bombay University Degrees. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is aware that no 
person can obtain a degree in any of the 
faculties of the Indian Universities with- 
out passing the entrance examination, 
and that this examination is under the 
control of the Faculty of Arts; and 
whether, seeing that the Faculty of Arts 
is the dominant faculty in the Univer- 
sities, he will take steps that Mr. Justice 
Tyabji, Mr. Justice Chandrayarkar, Mr. 
Justice Batty, Sir Pherozshah Mehta, the 
Honourable Mr. Setalwad, and other 
Fellows of the University should not be 
excluded from the Faculty of Arts. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The regulations for the constitution of 
faculties in the Bombay University have 
under the law to be made by the Senate 
of that University, of which the gentle- 
men named in the Question are members. 
The preparation of rules for examina- 
tions also rests with the Senate, and in 
the preparation of these rules the gentle- 
men named will have the opportunity of 
taking part. I see no reason to interfere 
with the discretion of the University 
authorities as constituted by law. 

Calcutta University Senate. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he is aware of the services rendered to 
higher education and to science in India 
by Raja Peary Mohan Mookerjee, Mr. A. 
M. Bose, Father Lafont, Dr. P. C. Ray, 
Mr. Perceval, Mr. N. N. Ghose, Mr. 
Justice Ashutosh Mukerjee, and Dr. J. C. 
Bose, and of the dissatisfaction felt at 
the exclusion of these gentlemen from 
the Senate of the Calcutta University, 
and from the Faculty of Arts; and 
whether, seeing that over 70 per cent. of 
the members of the Calcutta Senate are 
not graduates of the University, and that 
over 56 per cent. are Government 
servants, steps will be taken to prevent 
the exclusion of Indian gentlemen who 
have served the University with distinc- 
tion from a share in its management. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The hon. Member appears to have been 
misinformed as to the facts stated in his 
Question, Of the eight gentlemen named 
by him, five, viz., Father Lafont, Mr. 
Perceval, Mr. N. N. Ghose, Mr. Justice 
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Ashutosh Mukerjee, and Dr. J. C. Bose 
have been appointed Fellows andmembers 
of the Senate of the Calcutta University. 
Of these five, three, viz., Mr. Perceval, 
Mr. N. N. Ghose, and Mr. Justice 
Mukerjee have been allotted to the 
Faculty of Arts, and the remaining two 
to the Faculty of Science. I have no 
information as to the reason why the 
remaining three gentlemen were not 
appointed to the Senate by the authori- 
ties charged with the duty of selection ; 
but I observe that of the ninety-one 
ordinary Fellows of the Caleutta Univer- 
sity whose nomination was notified in 
the Gazette of India of December 10th, 
1904, and January 28th, 1905, no less 
than forty-five are Indian gentlemen of 
distinction, 
Election of Kildare Petty Sessions Clerk- 
Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, at the 
recent election in Kildare of a petty 
sessions clerk for the districts of Kildare 
and Rathangan, in which a Mr. Samuel 
Bratton was declared elected on February 
2nd, he is aware that the said Samuel 
Bratton received only three votes out of 
a total of seven magistrates present and 
voting; that this alleged election was 
held in a private room off the pub’ic 
Court from which the candidates, the 
public, and the Press were excluded ; and 
that a memorial protesting against the 
irregular character of the proceedings 
was addressed to His Excellency the 
Earl of Dudley, on behalf of the general 
public of the districts concerned, and 
signed by the Very Rev. P. Campion, 
P. P. Kildare and Rathangan,and the Very 
Rey. N. A. Staples, 0.C.C., White Abbev, 
Kildare, on February 4th, and duly 
acknowledged by His Excellency; and 
if, under these circumstances, he will take 
steps to have this election annulled and 
a new election ordered. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts are substantially as stated in the 
Question. There were three candidates, 
of whom Mr. Bratton received three 
votes, and the two remaining-candidates 
two votes each. Prior to the election 
the chairman of the magistrates an- 
nounced that the candidate who should 
first receive a majority of the votes 
would be declared elected. I am advised 


Questions. 








439 


that this was a legal method of election, 
and also that the magistrates acted with- 
in their powers in retiring to their private 
room to Vote. The result of the election 
was duly announced in public Court. A 
reply to the memorial was sent on March 
8th to the effect that the election was 
legal. 


Questions. 


Irish Education—Amalgamation of Boys’ 
and Girls’ Departments. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the dis- 
satisfaction in regard to the introduction 
of the new rule in boys’ schools, he will 
consult with the National Commissioners 
of Education as to the advisability of 
the amalgamat.on of boys’ and girls’ 
schools where work goes on under one 
roof, and inaugurate a separate infant 
department for both sexes up to eight, 
the heid mistress holding her salary and 
being put in charge of the latter depart- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners are in favour of the amalga- 
mation of small schools in suitable cases, 
and the arrangement suggested in the 
Question might be possible in some such 
eases. But the circumstances affecting 
the amalgamation of s:hools are so varied 
that each case must be judged on its 
merits, and it is not practicable to formu- 
late a general rule applicable to all cises. 


Teachers as Secretaries of School Atten- 
dance Committees. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will explain on what grounds the 
new rules of the National Commissioners 
of Education debar teachers from acting 
as secretaries to schoo] attendance com- 
mittees; and whether, seeing that such 
work is performed outside school hours 
and does not interfere with the discharge 
of their duties as teachers, he will com- 
municate to the Commissioners the 
advisability of removing this disqualifi- 
cation. 

(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Under 
Rule 88 (a): ‘‘ Teachers are not permitted 
to carry on, or engage in, any business or 
occupation that will impair their useful- 
ness as teachers.’ It has been decided 
that the position of secretary to a school 
attendance committee comes within the 
rule. 
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Improved Navigation of the River Suir. 
Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 


Department of Agriculture for Ireland 


have had the navigation of the River 
Suir from Clonmel to Carrick-on-Su:r 
examined and reported on by their 
engiaeer, and that, being satisfied of the 
large traffic on the river and the im- 
portance of its improvement, he had 
recommended the improvement of suc! 
navigation, which necessitated the erection 
of certain works and the alteration in the 
bed and banks of that river, and that the 
Law Officers of the Crown had advised 
them to carry out such improvement; 
and, ifso, having regard to the importance 
of improving the navigation of such 
Tivers in Ireland, will the Government 
bring in a Bill to confer all such powers 
as may be necessary on the Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts as to the engineer’s ex: mination and 
reportare substantiallyas stated, There :s 
no foundation, however, for the suggestion 
that the Law Officers gave advice to the 
effect mentioned. I cannot give any 
undertaking that the Government wi! 
introduce legislation on the subject. 


The Ivel Motor Ambulance. 

CoLonEL McCALMONT (Antiim, E.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Wer 
whether sanction will be given by the 
War Office to trials, free of all cost, ot 
the Ivel motor, shielded with Cammell’s 
bullet-proof steel for protecting medical 
officers and men giving first aid, affording 
electric light without glass to field 
hospital camps, and also working a new 
portable ice-miking machine, for testing 
and report in the field, under the direction 
of the medical department at Aldershot. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold” 
Forster.) The Ivel motor ambulances 
with bullet-proof armour, electric light 
apparatus, and gear for portable ice 
machine has been under consideration an‘ 
has been declined as unsuited to service 


requirements. Further trials are not 
therefore contemplated. 
Greatcoat of King’s Messenger. 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask 


the Secretary of State for War whether 


his attention has been called to the fact 
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that the King’s Messenger’s greatcoat, | 


Requisition Order 3,156, was made in the 
Department at the Royal Army Clothing 
Department, Pimlico; and_ will he 
explain why this greatcoat was passed 
through the outdoor division and paid 
for in the same way. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) This coat was made up by 
some of the military tailors under in- 
struction, because the ordinary women 
piece workers employed in the factory 
are unskilled in this description of work. 
In this and similar cases the men em- 
ployed are temporarily attached to one of 
the divisions of the factory to enable the 
payment for the work to appear in the 
accounts in a regular way. 


Barrack Accommodation in North China. 
Str SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has received reports on the 
barrack accommodation in North China, 
showing that the quarters and barracks 
of British officers and native ranks of the 
Indian contingent quartered in China at 
Shan-hai- Kwan, Tientsin, and other 
stations, Were in an unsanitary condition ; 
whether he is aware that at Shan-hai- 
Kwan nearly every British officer 
has been, at some time or other, laid up 
with fever, dysentery, or diarrhcea; that 
the quarters of both officers and men 
were in an Old yamen, the enclosure of 
which is the old bed of the river Shito, 
and liable to be flooded ; whether, seeing 
that the other foreign contingents at 
Shan-hai-Kwan are better housed in forts 
captured by the British force in 1900, 
and at Tientsin have superior accommo- 
dation, and in view of the condition of 
those of our own troops, he will explain 
why the money taken in the list year’s 
Army Estimates for the improvement 
of the accommodation at Pekin was not 
expended, and why it is now decided to 
spend no money at Shan-hai-Kwan. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The official reports do not bear 
out the statements made in the Question 
as to the insanitary character of the 
barrack accommodation for the troops in 
North China. It is, however, admitted 
that the officers’ quarters at Shan-hai- 
Kwan compare very unfavourably with 
those at Tientsin. 


As regards Shan-hai 
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Kwan and Tientsin, local syndicates have 
offered to erect suitable barracks for the 
troops, and lease them to the War Depart- 
ment; and these offers have been 
accepted. As regards Pekin, since the 
money was originally taken in Army 
Estimates a revision of the scheme has 
been brought forward and is receiving 
careful consideration. 


Questions. 


Interchange of Stores and Plant between 
Army and Navy. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War under 
what Vote and sub-head is credit taken for 
the guns and ammunition taken over by 
the War Office from the Navy consequent 
on the laying up of obsolete ships; and 
what is the amount so credited. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) This interchange of stores and 
plant already provided by Parliament 
does not necessitate any fresh Parlia- 
mentary provision or appropriation. Its 
effect will, however, appear in the Stock 
Accounts published at the close of the 
year with the Appropriation Account. 


South African Jam Contracts—Names of 
Contractors. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state who-were the 
contractors who supplied 1,550,816 tins of 
jam for South Africa, each tin containing, 
as described in the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, 12 ounces of 
jam instead of Ilb., as per contract, and 
whether he will state who were the War 
Office inspecting officials who passed the 
goods on receipt. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) With regard to the first part of 
the hon. Member’s Question, I have to say 
that I have made inquiry as to the names 
of the contractors, but have not yet re- 
ceived the information. The Agent- 
General for South Australia has informed 
me that the contracts were made in 
Australia, and that he is not acquainted 
with the names of the contractors, but 
that they shall be furnished. I hive no 
doubt that I shall receive similar infor- 
mation with respect to the other con- 
tracts madeinthe Colonies. The supplies 
furnished by the Australian Colonies were 
inspected by the Agricultural Depart- 
meuts of those Colonies before shipment. 
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As regards the second part of the Ques- 
tion, under war conditions time did not 


Questions. 


admit of the weighing or detailed exam- | 
ination of such supplies at Durban, and | 


the examination by supply officers at that 
port was confined, necessarily, to seeing 
that the goods had not suffered any 
damage during 


The question as to whether there was 
any shortage on the total amount ordered 
is under investigation, and I am not 
prepared to anticipate the result of the 
inquiry. 


Coolie Education in Ceylon. 
Mr, SCHWANN: To ask the Secretary 


of State for the Colonies why it has been | 


found necessary to appoint a further 


Commission to deal with the question of | 


coolie education in Ceylon; what are the 
names of the present Commissioners ; and 
whether he will cause to be supplied copies 
of the special Minutes or Memoranda on the 
subject of estate schools which were sub- 
mitted by the various individual members 
of the Education Cess Committee of the 
Incidence on Taxation Commission, but 
which were not included in the Com- 
missioners’ Final Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Governor has found it desirable to 
appoint a Commission (a) to consider 
how the suggestions of a Committee 
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| appointed in 1901 can be given effect to; 
| (b) to suggest any other practical means 
of meeting the cost of elementary educa- 
tion; (c) to deal with the question of 
coolie education and grouping estates for 
|school purposes. The members of the 
Commission are: Mr. Wace, Government 
Agent, Central Province; Mr. Harward, 
Director of Public Instruction; the Rev. 
H. Highfield, Principal of the Wesley 
College ; Mr. D. B. Jayatilleke, Principal 
of the Ananda College, and Mr. I. C. 
Huxley, planter. So far as I am aware, 
the Papers referred to in the last part of 
the Question have not yet been presented 
to the Legislative Council, and I am, 
therefore, unable to lay them upon the 
Table. 


Questions. 


Amount spent on Land Settlement in 

Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he will state the total 
cost spent on land settlement, the number 
of acres purchased, the price paid, the 
amount of money grants to settlers, the 
number of acres now actually occupied, 
and the number of settlers actually in 
occupation in the Transvaal and Orange 
River Colonies respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The information, as far as I have it, 1s as 
follows :— 


Land Settlement in Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 





Transvaal, 





Total issues on T.oun Account 
to 5lst December, 1904 
Acreage purchased . 


Price fixed for land . 
Advances to settlers 
Acreage allotted 


Number of settlers (exclusive Dd7 


of any families) 


1,031,134 | 


not less than 
878,552 acre. 


£484,843 
£94,524 


§90,929 : 


Orange River Colony. 


1,040,288 
1,025,456 acres (to 30th June last. 
This is in addition to 501,800 acres 
inherited from the Orange Free 
State Government). 
£844,379 
£73,740 


cres 1,245,332 acres 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


—_—_— 


Civil Servants’ Pay while Volunteering. F 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) : [ beg to ask | 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the Treasury Minute which | 
grants part payment to Civil servants for | 
leave taken for the purpose of attending | 
certain Volunteer camps when held for, 
the extended period of a fortnight, he | 
will give 
servants who attend camps of one week’s 
duration; and, further, whether he will 
so arrange that leave taken for the pur- 
pose of attending such camps shall not be 
included in the fortnight’s leave now 
allowed by Admiralty regulations. 


a like privilege to those Civil | 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The privilege referred to is 
given under Treasury Minute which is | 
applicable to all public Departments. 
Any question as to the extension of this | 
Minute to cover camps of less duration | 
should be addressed to that Department. 


Obsolete War Vessels in the Kyles of 
Bute. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
altv whether he is aware that the position 
oi the obsolete war vessels in the Kyles 
of Bute is objected to by the Clyde Light- 
house Trust, who have complained to the 
Board of Trade on the subject; and 
whether he will communicate with the 
Board of Trade with a view to putting 
an end to the grievance complained of. 


Mr. PREFYMAN: The Clyde Light- 
house Trust raised certain objections to 
the mooring of His Majesty’s ships in the 
Kyles of Bute, which the Admiralty did 
not consider to be well founded, and so 
informed the Trust. It is not proposed 
to consult the Board of Trade on the 
matter. The mooring grounds for these 
ships were selected after careful inquiry 
as to their suitability, and with as 
much consideration as posssible for local 
interests. 


South African War Contracts. 
*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any person has been 
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reprimanded, dismissed, or otherwise 
punished in connection with any of the 
transactions to which public attention 
is drawn in the Report of the Comptroller 
' and Auditor-General. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): No person has been, or will be, repri- 
manded, dismissed, or otherwise punished 
until a full inquiry has been made, and 


‘until his responsibility for any mal- 


When 
this responsibility has been established 
the Army Council will immediately take 
such steps as may be necessary. Perhaps 
I may take this opportunity of informing 
the hon. Member, and the House, what 
is the actual history of these transactions. 
Many of the transactions appeared 
originally to be justified by the ex- 
planations given by the local military 
authorities. In 1904, however, attention 
was drawn by the Comptroller and Audi- 
tor-General to other alleged errors or 
malpractices ; and in investigating,these 
reason was seen for questioning the 
accuracy or relevance of the explanations 
previously accepted. The cases were, 
therefore, taken up as a whole and 
minutely investigated de novo by the 
newly formed Accounts Branch. On 
January 17th I was informed that, as a 
result of these inquiries, there was reason 
to view some of these transactions with 
great suspicion. On the same day, 
therefore, I decided to appoint a strong 
Committee, of which General Sir William 
Butler is the Chairman, to make a careful 
investigation into the cases, and to 
report tothe Army Council. This inquiry 
has been proceeding since that date, and 
a large number of witnesses have been 
examined. I am fully alive to the 
necessity of relieving the Army from any 
general imputation of malpractice, and 
the House may rely upon it that in- 
dividuals against whom misconduct or 
neglect of duty may be established will 
be dealt with without fear or favour. 
At the same time, I would point out 
that it is necessary to proceed with care 
where the reputation and character of 
individuals, whether in the service or 


‘not connected with it, are concerned. 


Perhaps I may remind the House that 
an officer who was selected for frequent 
animadversion by hon. Members, brought 
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his case before a Court of law and [ 


obtained the withdrawal of the charge, 
and an apology. In conclusion, I may 
say that the best guarantee against 
incidents such as those now the subject 
of complaint is the establishment of a 
proper organisation for dealing with 
purchases, contracts, and payments in 
time of war. The Army Council are 
fully sensible of this, and last year 
established a new organisation expressly 
charged with the duty of dealing with 
matters of this kind in the field. 


*Mr. NORMAN: I thank the right 
hon. Gentleman for his very full reply, 
but may I remind him that the Question 
referred only to the past, and many of 
the alleged malpractices are of very Jong 
standing. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I hope 
the hon. Member will pardon me for 
having made an addition to the actual 
Answer to the Question. 


*Mr. NORMAN: I have already 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman. 





*Mr. NORMAN: I beg further to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will | 
furnish the names of the contractors 
mentioned anonymously in the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General ; 
and, in the case of any name not being | 
given, will he state the reason for with- 
holding such name. 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): | 
At the same time may I ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for War if he can state the | 
names of the firms refered to in the | 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- | 
General, under the heading ‘Sales of | 
Surplus Supplies as, A, B, and C.” 


| 
| 
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*Mr. NORMAN asked if the names as 
now given corresponded with the alpha- 
betical order of the anonymous con- 
tractors in the Report. 


Questwns. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
a Question I am unable to answer now; 
perhaps the hon, Member will give notice 
of the Question ? 


*Mr. NORMAN: That is the whole 
point of the Question—to enable us 
to identify the contractors. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Is it a fact that the names of two 
of the three contractors are on the list 
for 1904-5 2 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I must ask 
for notice of the Question; but it 
must not be assumed from the fact that 
firms are mentioned that it is proof that 
they are in any way guilty of misconduct. 


Caprarin NORTON : Seeing that during 
the late war contractors who had been 
guilty of malpractices were replaced on 
the list, will the right hon. Gentleman 
take care that for the future the names 
shall be permanently struck off ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I make no 
admissions as to the correctness or other- 
wise of the hon. and gallant Member’s 
statement. 


*Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he is aware 
that quantities of stores, many of them 
of an imperishable nature, such as wire 
netting, sent out for the service of the 
troops in South Africa, after remaining 
for some time upon the quays of certain 
South African ports, were reloaded upon 


steamers and jettisoned at sei; if he 


‘can state the amount and the value of 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The reply | 
to this and a similar Question by the hon. 
Member for West Newington, is that the 
names of the three firms are: Messrs. 
E. Stepney, Messrs. Meyer and Co., 
Messrs. Wilson and Worthington. I am 
aware of no reason for withholding the 
names of these, or of any other firm. I 
have already furnished them in response 
to a request by another hon. Member of 
the House. 





these stores; by whose orders they were 
thus destroyed; what sums were paid 
to the owners of the steamers for these 
services; and why such of these stores as 
were not of a perishable nature were 
not sold. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Nothing 
whatever can be traced at the War 
Office of the matter alluded to in the 
Question. I shall be much obliged if the 
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hon. Member will communicate to me| gather that the depot of the Highland 
the source of his information to enable | Light Infantry has been at Hamilton 
me to make further inquiries. ‘since 1881. There is no intention of 
*Mr. NORMAN: I will, so far as | ™2Kiné @ change. 
an at Ghesty to-do am, | Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket): 
*Mx. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, | Does the right hon. Gentleman still hold 
E.): I beg to ask the Prime Minister a | to the Opinion that regimental depots 
Question of which I have given him | must go? 
private notice, viz., whether he will . 2 f 
expedite the discussion on the question| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir; 
of the liability of the contractors in | I do very strongly think it would be very 
regard to the ‘di-closures made recently, | greatly to the public advantage that the 
as they are suffering severely by the | existing regimental depot system should 





delay. be altered. 
Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | War Office Payment to the Rhodesian 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | Railway. 


BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I can quite | Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
understaiid the very great anxiety of | beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
all thos» who, even in the most distant | when is he prepared, as promised, to deal 
way, have been touched in connection | fully with the payment of £60,000 to the 
with the subject of these Army contracts | Rhodesian railways contained in the 
to hive a discussion in this House as) Army Supplementary Estimate. 

soon as possible, and I can assure my | 

hon. friend, as I assured the House last Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: This 
Thursday, that it is our earnest desire to | matter will arise whenever the Supple- 
bring on the discussion at the very first | mentary Estimates come on for dis- 
moment at which it can be fruitfully | cussion. 

and profitably undertaken by the House. | seer: ; 
My hon. friend will, (however, see, as the) Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
House, I think, sees, that to bring it on | First Lord of the Treasury if, in making 
before all the facts are in such a state | arrangements for the discussion of the 
that the House can deal with them would | Army Supplementary Estimates, oppor- 
be neither in the interests of the House tunity will be given for a full statement 
itself, in the interests of the public, nor | Upon the payment of £60,000 to the 
in the interests of the contractors; but | Rhodesian railways instead of the £24,000 
[ will do my best to meet my hon. Offered last year? 


friend’s views. 
Highland Light Infantry. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT shall be 
; | glad to do anything in my power to meet 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): [| the views of hon. Members, but the dis- 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | tribution of time between the different 
War whether he is aware that dissatisfac- | Votes is not within the control of the 
tion exists amongst the officers and men | Government. It is impossible for me to 
of the Highland Light Infantry at the | give any pledge, not knowing how much 
atrangement under which the regiment ‘time hon. Gentlemen may consider 
8 not brigaded with other Highland | necessary or desirable for the discussion 
regiments, but has been assigned to | of previous Votes. In correction of a 
depot in the Lowlands of Scotland; and | s¢,tement made at the previous sitting 
will he arrange for the depot of ail High- | jt should be understood that the Secretary 
land regiments to he in the Highlands. | of State for War will make his st.tement 
ney. |on the Army Estimates on the Motion for 
Mx. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I must | going into Committee. 
refer the hon. Member to a reply which | ” 


I gave tothe hon. Member for Midlothian | ss eee a 
on the 8th instant, from which he will | Mr. BL CHANAN: All I ask 18 that 


| the Secretary of State for War shall have 
+ See (4) Debates, exlii., 706. | @n opportunity to redeem his promise. 











451 Questions, 


ouncil. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he has received a copy 
of a resolution recently passed by the 
Wicklow County Council, to the effect 
that the council consents for one year to 
the by-laws submitted on behalf of the 
War Office, provided that the War Office 
pay to the general fund of the county 
counc:] as compensation to the ratepayers 
of Baltinglass and the surrounding 
districts for the loss of user, and the 
stoppage of the roads around the Glen 
of Imaal range, a sum of £400 on or 
before the 50th April, 1905, for the year 
1905, the question of paying for the costs 
incurred by the increased traffic on these 
roads to be arranged hereafter between 
the War Office and the county council, 
or, in lieu thereof, the sum of £60 
anuually hitherto paid, with the arrears 
due, be secured to the council; and, if 
so, will he say whether the War Office 
accepts the conditions as laid down by 


the Wicklow County Council in the 
resolution. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 


received a copy of the resolution referred 
to. The matter is under consideration. 


Coolie Labour in Rand Mines—En- 
listment at Canton. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
Viceroy of Canton has again forbidden 
the enlistment in his province of coolies 
for the Rand mines; and,if so, if he 
will state what reasons have been given 
by the Viceroy for this action. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, 
Warwick and Leamington): The Answer 
is, aS far as I am aware, in the negative. 
The matter is without importance, as all 
recruiting for the Rand mines for some 
time past has been carried on in the 
North of China. 


Dissatisfied Coolies on board ss. 
“‘Courtfield.” 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he is aware that the ss. 
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“Courtfield,” carrying 1,342 Chinese 
labourers for the Transvaal, was stopped 
at Singapore on 15th February owing 


to the Chinese refusing to proceed 
further, end that the Protector of 
Chinese of the Straits Settlements, 


accompanied by a police officer, boarded 
the ship at the request of the captain in 
order to pacify the cvolies; and if he will 
state what was the cause of this 
occurrence, 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I have received 
the following account of the occurrence 
from the Governor of the Straits Settle- 
ments by telegraph: “‘ Captain of ship 
reported to Protector of Chinese that he 
believed that Chinese coolies were in a 
mutinous condition; he was advised to 
ask for police protection. European drill 
instructor and a few Sikhs taken on 
board during the night. Protector went 
on board next morning, énd, on careful 
examination, found coolies very good 
tempered and quite content. Captain 
of ship and Agent reported further 
arrangements police protection  un- 
necessary. Ship left next morning.” 


Indian Civil Administration—Appeal 
Rules. 

Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India when 
any alterations or modifications were 
last made in the rules and_ regulations 
governing the submission of appeals to 
higher authorities over the orders and 
decisions of provincial officials and ad- 
ministrations in India, and if he will 
place upon the Table of the House a 
copy of the rules and regulations now 
in force; also if he will state how many 
appeals of this character were submitted 
for the consideration of the Secretary 
of State in Council during the six years 
ending 3lst December, 1904, giving the 
number in each year separately, and 
showing how many of these were {for- 
warded to the Secretary of State for 
orders, and how many were withheld 
in India, and how these statistics com- 
pared with the corresponding} figures 


for the six years ending 31st December, 
1898. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprtck, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The last occasion when alterations 
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were made in the rules governing the 
submission of appeals to the Government 
of India from the orders of subordinate 
authorities and to the Secretary of State 
in Council from the orders of the Govern- 
ment of India and the Governments of 
Madras and Bombay was in January 
last, when the rules as last revised were 
published in the Gazette of India. The 
jules will be found in the issue of that 
Gazette for the 21st January, 1905, which 
is in the Library; but I shall be ready 
to lay them on the Table if my hon. 
friend will move for them. The statistics 
asked for by my hon. friend cover a 
period of twelve years, and it will take 
some time to collect them. 


Madras Plague Precautions—Kuppam 
utbreak. 


Sr WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention 
has been drawn to the successful action 
taken by the Madras municipal author- 
ities in repressing a recent outbreak of 
plague in the fishing village of Kuppam ; 
whether he is aware that the measures 
by which plague has been kept out of 
the city of Madras have met with popu- 
lar approval; and whether he will invite 
the Government in other Provinces to 
follow the example of Madras, and to 
take measures of plague prevention in 
consultation with the municipal and 
tural local authorities. 


Mr. BRODRICK: TI have seen ac- 
counts of the case, which reflects great 
credit on the local health officers. The 
hamlet, however, was very favourably 
situated for the early discovery of the 
outbreak, and for prompt and effective 
action to stop its spread. All Provinces 
in India have rules which prescribe that 
similar preventive measures shall be taken 
by Government officers in consultation 
with the municipal and rural authorities, 
and with the concurrence of the people. 
But the degree of success attained must 
necessarily depend on local circum- 
stances, 


Stamp Duty on Customs Bonds. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
Ibeg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether his attention has been 
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| Duty on Customs Bonds, and particu- 
| larly to the disadvantage at which small 
| traders are placed by the present practice 
_ under which the holders of general bonds 
|in the majority of cases are not required 
| to pay Stamp Duty, while small traders 
not able to enter into a general bond are 
required to pay Stamp Duty on every 
single transaction; and whether, in the 
interest: of the revenue and smaller 
traders, he could have this practice 
revised. 


Questions. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, my 
attention has been called to this matter 
and I am now considering it. 


Penal Servitude Bill. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department if it is 
intended to reintroduce this session the 
Penal Servitude Bill. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Dovuctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I am 
not prepared to reintroduce the Penal 
Servitude Bill this session unless I find 
on inquiry that it is likely to be treated 
as non-contentious. 


Companies Acts—Committee of Inquiry. 


MaJor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
the Committee appointed to inquire into 
the Companies Acts has commenced its 
sittings; in what building the inquiry 
will be held; and whether it is open to 
the public. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
The Committee appointed to inquire into 
the Companies Acts began its sittings 
on the 23rd February. The inquiry is 
being held at the Board of Trade, but is 
not open to the public. 


Learners in Scottish Post Offices. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
there are only four post offices in Scot- 
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consider the expediency of making the 
appointment of learner subject to open 
competition throughout the United 
Kingdom. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
It is the fact that there are now only 
four offices in Scotland at which learners 
are appointed by opencompetition. The 
competition system was adopted at those 
offices as an experiment; and the ques- 
tion whether it should be extended is 
under consideration. 


Mr. WEIR: It is a very bad experi- 
ment, working most unsatisfactorily. 


Shetland Cable—Damage by Trawlers. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he can ascertain if the 
damage to the Shetland cable was caused 


by trawlers working within the three- | 


mile limit; and, if so, will he consider 
what steps it is advisable to take to pre- 
vent a recurrence of such mischief. 


Lorp STANLEY : It is not improbable 
that the damage to the cable to which 
the hon. Member refers was caused by 
trawlers. The question of how such 
damage can be avoided has received 
consideration, and I will see whether it is 
possible to take any further steps in the 
matter. 


Physical Condition of School Children— 
Johanna Street Council School. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- | 


versity): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the Board of Education whether, on the | 
Johanna | 


occasion of his visit to the 
Street Board School, he found any 
children unfit to attend to the duties of 
the school in a proper way; whether he 


has any 1eason to think that Dr. Eichholz 
in his evidence before the Committee on , 


Physical Deterioration exaggerated the 


proportion of such children ; and whether | the 
public money is still spent at this schoo] | whether he will give the names of the 
the | 


children cannot, from their physical con- | President of the Board of Education has 


appointed for the purpose of providing 


in providing instruction which 


dition, attend to. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro rue BOARD or EDUCATION 
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On the occasion of my visit to the 
Johanna Street Council School the 
children were attending to the duties of 
the school in a proper way, but I think 


that many of them might with advantage 


have been provided with a curriculum 
more suited to their capacities. I am 
not in a position to criticise the medical 


| evidence of Dr. Eichholz, but I have 


good reasons for thinking that it may 
not be final. The school is still being 
conducted as a public elementary school. 


Sir JOHN GORST: May [ inquire 
whether the teachers were asked whether 
the children were capable of receiving 
their instruction. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I made care- 
ful inquiry into the condition of the 
school, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
wishes I will give him my conclusions, 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the Jhon. 
Gentleman answer the first part of 
the Question and say whether, on the 
occasion of his visit he found any 
children unfit to attend to the duties of 
the school in a proper way. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: The children 
were all attending to the duties of the 
school. As I have said, I think many of 
them might have been provided witha 
more suitable curriculum. 


Str JOHN GORST: I beg to give 
notice that in Committee of Supply on 
the Education Vote I shall ‘move the re- 
duction of the grant for public elementary 
schools by £500,000 in respect of the 
children who are attending public ele- 
mentary schools in a condition totally 
unfit to receive instruction, 


Inter-Departmental Committee on the 

Physical Condition of School Children. 

Simm JOHN GORST: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education, 
which _ the 


Departmental Committee 


useful and precise information on the 
physical condition of children in public 
| elementary schools and the date of thelr 
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appointment; what methods the Com- 
mittee have adopted for obtaining infor- 
mation more precise than that furnished 
to the Committee on Physical Deteriora- 
tion by Dr. Eichholz and other witnesses ; 
and to what use the information thus 
provided has been put. 


WILLIAM ANSON: An _ Inter- 
Departmental Committee, consisting of 
Mr. H. W. Simpkinson, C.B., Assistant 
Secretary of the Board of Education, 
Chairman; Mr. H. Franklin Parsons, 
M.D., Assistant Medical Officer under 
the Local Government Board; Mr. C. 


Sire 


Jackson, Chief Inspector of Elementary ' 


Schools under the Board of Education ; 
The Hon. Maude Lawrence, Chief Woman 
Inspector of the Board of Education ; 
Mr. R. Walrond, Senior Examiner of the 
Board of Education; with Mr. E. H. 
Pelham, Junior Examiner of the Board 
of Education, as Secretary, was appointed 
on March 9th to collect certain informa- 
tion as to the medical inspection of 
children in elementary schools, and as to 
the provision of meals for such children 
by voluntary agencies. I am _ sending 
the right hon. Member the terms of 
reference. I am not prepared to state 
the methods which the Committee will 
employ for obtaining this information. 
But I hope that they will provide infor- 
mation more thorough and precise than 
any which we at present possess; and 
will enable deductions to be drawn less 
indefinite in character than those which 
are supplied in the Report of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether this isa Departmental Committee 
appointed to consider or to revise the 


findings of another Departmental Com- | 


mittee / 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: No, Sir. It 
was appointed to collect facts which may 
be very useful. 


St. Joseph’s School, Nymphsfield, 
Gloucestershire. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that 
St. Joseph’s School at Nymphsfield was 
opened on October 29th, 1900, at the 
suggestion of His Majesty’s Inspector, 
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and at the request of a majority of 
parents, Catholic and Protestant, because 
of the inefficiency of the Church of 
England school; that the inspectors 
have continued to inspect the school, 


Questions. 


have insisted on the conscience clause, 


and in other respects treated it as a 
public elementary school; that in 
February, 1903, the plans of the new 
school building were approved by the 
Board of Education; and _ whether, 
seeing that under the proposals made 
by the local education committee a heavy 
expense will fall on the ratepayers if the 
Church school is to be repaired, he will 
now direct the holding of a_ public 
inquiry into the whole matter. 


Sm WILLIAM ANSON: The Board 
and its inspectors from the outset always 
made it quite clear to the managers of 
the St. Joseph’s School at Nymphsfield 
that it was not and could not be recog- 
nised as a public elementary school. In 
approving the plans for the new school 
building in February, 1905, the Board 
stated that no hope could be held out 
that the proposed school would become 
eligible for Parliamentary grants, and 
inquired whether the managers, in view 
of all the circumstances of the case, con- 
sidered that they were well advised in 
proceeding further in the matter. The 
inspector also communicated with the 
managers to the same effect. The Board 
have considered the case and given their 
decision, which is final. There appears 
to be no reason for a public inquiry. 


Ladies Gallery—Lighting Arrangements 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Choriey, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if, in view of the fact that in the 
Ladies’ Gallery it is often quite dark, he 
will inquire into the possibility of lighting 
it up. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : The First Commissioner will 
give the matter his immediate attention. 


Scottish Fisheries—Protection against 
Illegal Trawling. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
fishery cruisers at the disposal of the 
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Fishery Board for Seotland are insuffi- 
cient for the protection of the interests 
of line fishermen from the depredations 
of illegal trawlers ; and will the Secretary 
for Scotland consider the expediency of 
approaching the Treasury for the requisite 
funds for an additional cruiser. 


Questions. 


*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I must 
remind the hon. Member that the 
£15,000 now available for marine super- 
intendence is placed at the disposal 
of the Fishery Board in terms of 
Section 2 (3) of the Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Act, 1898, and marine 
superintendence is provided to the full 
capacity of the funds. No Vote is taken 
for this purpose, and the Secretary for 
Scotland does not therefore see his way 
to approach the Treasury for funds. 


Scottish County Medical Officers of 
Health. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate how many county medical 
officers of health in Scotland now engage 
in general or consultative practice. 


*Mr. SCOT! DICKSON : I am informed 
by the Local Government Board that the 
number is six. 


Crofter Holdings in the Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state what progress 
has been made by the Congested Districts 
Board in their negotiations with the 
proprietor of the Island of Lewis for the 
sub-division of the farm of Aignish, 
Lewis, into crofter holdings, and the 
nature of any arrangements on the subject 
which may have been entered into. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The proprietor 
has selected tenants for the thirty-two 
crofts into which this farm is to be sub- 
divided. Tenders have been invited for 
the necessary roads and drainage and 
also for the houses to be erected on the 
crofts. 


«Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the latter,part of the 
Question ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: My Answer 
contains all the information I have, 
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Rents on the Culloden Estate, Ross-shire, 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord: 
Advocate whether he is aware that 
tenants under the Crofters Act, 1886, on 
the Culloden Estate, Muir of Ord, 
Ross-shire, have had fair rents fixed by 
the Crofters’ Commission and arrears of 
rent cancelled, whilst their neighbours 
on the same estate who are leaseholders 
are being pressed for arrears of rent 
under a process of ejectment; and will 
he consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the law that both classes of tenants 
may be placed on an equal footing. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: TI learn that 
in the case of one leaseholder only, 
with whose circumstances the hon. 
Member is fully acquainted, have pro- 
ceedings been taken. In one or two 
other cases where no paymént on account 
of rent at the last collection was made, 
letters requesting a payment to account 
have been issued. The Secretary for 
Scotland does not propose to legis- 
late in the sense suggested. 


Crofters and the Highland Deer Forests 

Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire): I beg to 
ask the Lord - Advocate whether the 
Secretary for Scotland will introduce 
legislation to compel the owners of 
deer forests in the Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland so to fence in their 
forests as to prevent deer from ravaging 
the crops of crofters on adjoining lands. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON; The matter 
is engaging the attention of the Secretary 
for Scotland, but he is unable to promise 
legislation this session. 


The Scottish Fishery Board. 

Mr. LAMONT: I beg to ask the 
Lord - Advocate if the Secretary for 
Scotland can see his way to appoint 
one or more practical fishermen to be 
members of the Fishery Board for Scot- 
land. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : When vacan- 
cies occur the Secretary for Scotland wil 
give due consideration to practical know- 
ledge in making his selection, but he 
cannot give any undertaking in the sense 
suggested by the hon. Member. 


Mr. WEIR: Is it not the, fact that 
one member of the Board is the owner 
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of a small ironmonger’s shop in Rothesay 


and knows nothing whatever about 
fishing ? 
*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: [ have no 


knowledge on the point. 


Mr. WEIR: Well, it is a fact. 
Science Teaching in Irish Schools. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 

W.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 

for Ireland if elementary science, as 

recommended by the Committee of 

Manual and Practical Instruction, is 

about to be discontinued in primary 

schools with a view to cutting down 

Treasury expenses; and, if so, what is 

the actua] annual cost of this branch of 

education, and the amount of the grant 
to be continued. 


Me. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
also to ask Mr, Attorney-General for 
Ireland if, having regard to the fact 
that there were 8,700 schools and 13,100 
teachers to be trained in experimental 
science, and that as vet only forty per 
cent. of the teachers are qualified in Part 
I. and only five per cent. in Parts I. and 
II. experimental science, owing entirely 
to the short limit of time allowed and 
the fewness of the organisers supp!ied, 
steps will be taken to carry out the 
recommendations of the Conmittee. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): Perhaps I may be allowed to 
answer these Questions. The teaching 
of elementary science will not be dis- 
continued. On the contrary, instruction 
in this branch is progressing in national 
schools, and there is no reason to antici- 
pate that it will diminish in the future. 
The Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion have not applied for a continuance of 
the service of six sub-organisers of elemen- 
tary science after the end of the current 
financial vear, and in accordance with an 
arrangement with the Treasury in the 
vear 1900, the employment of these sub- 
organisers will accordingly terminate on 
the Slst inst. But the Treasury have 
sanctioned permanently the continuance 
of the services of the head organiser and 
of two of his assistants, and the grants 
for service apparatus have also been 
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; continued. In answer to the remaining 
inquiries in the hon. Member’s two 
| Questions, I beg to refer him to the pub- 
lished Estimates and to the reply given 
| on the 7th inst.t to the Question of the 
hon. Member for St. Patrick’s Division. 


Land Purchase in Oounty Limerick— 
Gascoigne Estate. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that applications for 
the sale of the Gascoigne Estate in and 
around Kilfinane, in the county of 
Limerick, have been lodged with the 
Estates Commissioners; and that a 
petition has been lodged with the Com- 
missioners by the Town Tenants’ Asso- 
ciation of Kilfinane on behalf of the 
inhabitant occupiers of that town; and 
whether, seeing that untenanted land 
previously in the occupation of the land- 
lord and situated at Spa Hill, near the 
town, has been lately broken into small 
applotments and assigned to the estate 
bailiff, thus creating a new tenancy and 
frustrating the intention of the Land Act 
of 1905, while other applotments have 
been advertised for sale by public auction, 
so that the landlord may have two 
profits, one from the tenant right, and 
the other from the purchase money to be 
advanced by the Estates Commissioners, 
he will say what action the Commissioners 
will take on the petition. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This estate has 
not yet come before the Estates Com- 
missioners. The petition referred to has 
been received and will be duly considered 
when occasion arises, 


Mr. LUNDON: Has any Department 
received an application in respect oi 
this ? 


Mr. WALTER .LONG: Obviously I 
cannot answer jsuch a Question without 
notice. 


Land Act Administration—Rules and 
Regulations. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Wate:- 
ford, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Government or the Lord-Lieutenant 
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has issued any regulations, directions, or | 

instructions, in correspondence or other- | 
wise, to the Estates Commissioners, | 

causing an alteration in any way of their 

policy or administration of the Land Act | 
of 1903 in respect to evicted tenants, cr | 
the sales of estates, or any other matter | 
connected with their administration of | 
the Act: and, if so, whether these regula- 
tions, directions, or instructions will be | 
laid upon the Table of the House, in) 
accordance with the pledge given by the | 
right hon. Member for Dover, on behalf. 
of the Government, on July Ist, 1905. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It was stated 
by mv right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover on February 20th f that no regu- 
lations of the character mentioned in 
Section 23, Sub-section &, of the Act had 
been made, but that communications of 
a Departmental and confidential nature 
bad passed between hm and the Com- 
missioners. Having regard to the experi- 
ence that has been obtained of the 
working of the Act, Iam now considering 
whether the time has not arrived for 
formulating such regulations as are 
contemplated by Section 23 (8) and 
publishing them in the manner that may 
be deemed most satisfactory and con- 
venient. 


Irish Land Act Finance. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 


bury): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, seeing that under the Irish 


Land Act of 1903 the State is pledged to 
find the money required to enable the 
agricultural tenants on properties de- 
clared to be estates within the meaning 
of the Act, to purchase their holdings as 
soon as they have come to terms with 
their landlords, he will say whether the 
Act contains any provision for delaying 
such purchases beyond the period neces- 
sary for deducing title; if not, by what 
authority, and by whose order, are the 
loans now stated to be limited to 
£5,000,000 a year; is he aware that 
over 10,000 tenants are waiting for 
completion of purchases they have 
agreed to make; and will steps be 
taken during this session to provide 
at least £10,000,000 more stock before 
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| Parliament rises if that amount is re- 
quired by reason of the success of the 
Act, and having regard to the rise in 
the value of the stock since the last 
issue. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My right hon. 
friend the Member for Dover when intro- 


| ducing the Irish Land Bill on March 


25th, 1903, said: ‘I say emphatically 
that it will be neither financially 
prudent, nor administratively possible, 
to expand these operations at a pace 


so high as to make us come to the City 


for more than £5,000,000 a year in any 
one of the first three years after the 
passing of this Bill. It could not be 
done.” There is no express provision 
in the Irish Land Act, 1903, limiting 
advances by the National Debt Com- 


missioners to £5,000.000 a vear from 
the Land Purchase Fund. but that 
‘fund is financed by the issue of 


Guaranteed 2} per cent. Stock, and 
Section 28, Sub-section 3, of the Act 
provides that “ The stock may be issued 
at such times, in such amounts, and 
subject to such conditions as to payment 
of deposits, etc., as the Treasury may 
direct.” It is the case that a large 
number of tenants are awaiting the 
completion of purchases which they 
have agreed to make. As to the latter 
part of the Question, I am not prep ired 
to make any statement at present. 


Rules of Commissioners of National 
Education—Instruction in the Irish 
Language. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of Rule 4 of the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland, which 
states that the Commissioners do not 
change any fundamental rule without 
the express permission of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, the Commissioners have 
sought for the express permission of the 
Lord-Lieutenant to change the rule 
relating to the payment of special fees 
for extra subjects so that, in future, 
no fees are to be allowed for Irish for 
pupils under Fourth Standard, and Irish 
is not to be allowed to be taught as 
an extra subject outside school hours 
by the ordinary teachers in schools which 
do not show merit; and whether, in view 
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of the expression of opinion on this 
matter in this House twelve months 
ago, and the promises made by the 
Chief Secretary, the express permission 
of the Lord-Lieutenart to change this 
rule has been granted; and whether, 
in deference to Irish opinion, steps will 
be taken to have these restrictions on 
the teaching of Irish as an extra subject 
removed. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman is correct in stating 
that the Commissioners are precluded 
from changing any fundamental rule 
without the express permission of the 
Lord-Lieutenant. But the rule, No. 123, 
under which fees for Irish as an extra 
subject outside school heurs are paid, 
is not a fundamental rule. My right 
hon. friend the Member for Dover under- 
took to communicate with the Commis- 
sioners with a view to the removal of 
some doubts created by the Circular 
of January, 1904, and as a result of 
this communication a further C reu'ar 
was issued in March. The terms of the 
latter were outlined by my right hon. 
friend on March 15th. I cannot give 
any undertaking that the conditions 
prescribed by this Circular, and which 
appear to me to be perfectly reasonable, 
will be withdrawn. They do not ex- 
clude children from obtaining instruction 
in Irish, nor do they impose undue 
restrictions on its teaching. It must be 
borne in mind that these Circulars do 
not in any way interfere with the teach- 
ing of Irish in national schools during 
school hours, for which, however, no 
special fee is payable. Irish may be 
taught during school hours to every pupil 
in every national school, provided the 
adequacy of the course of instruction in 
the ordinary curriculum is not thereby 
impaired or hampered, Correspondence 
has passed and is still proceeding between 
the Commissioners, the Irish Govern- 
ment, and the Treasury with respect to 
the adoption for a limited period of a 
modified scale of fees for Irish, instead of 
the existing fee of 10s. per pupil. In 
connection with this matter, I must 
point out that when the rule under which 
payments for Irish and other extra sub- 
jects was sanctioned in 1901, it was on 
the express understanding that the total 
payments for extras, including Irish, 
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French, Latin, Arithmetic, and Geometry, 
would not exceed £2,000 per annum. It 
appears, however, that in 1904 no less a 
sum than £12,069 was expended in pay- 
ments for the teaching of Irish alone. 
This is a matter which requires and will 
receive the serious consideration of 
Government. 


Irish National School Teachers’ Emolu 
ments. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


! Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that by agreement signed between 
the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion (Ireland) and those teachers who 
were in training at the time of the 
abolition of the results system, the latter 
had assured unto them the same emolu 
ments as they would have received undei 
that system; and whether he can stat 
by what authority the Commissioner 
have reduced the initial salaries so 
secured, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The agreement 
entered into between the Commissioners 
and the teachers in training does not 
contain any provision of the nature 
suggested. The form of agreement 
which was in use when the results 
system was abolished, and is still in use, 
is set forth in Schedule VII. to the Rules 
of the Commissioners. Teachers, as a 
rule, now receive higher incomes upon 
first being appointed to national schools 
than they received under the former 
regulations. 


Iveagh-Pirrie Motor Scheme. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secr.tary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can say what 
development has taken plaice in thie 
Iveagh-Pirric scheme of motor traction in 
Treland, and in how many of the seven- 
teen experimental d'stricts already sur- 
veyed and investigated has the scheme 
been put in operation. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
the hon. Member to the replies given by 
my right hon. and learned friend to 
Questions on the same subject put by the 
hon. Member for South Down on the 2ndt 
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and 9th instant.f I have no further in- 
formation in the matter. 


*®Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that a large number of 
officials in various Irish Departments 
were put by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover at the disposal of 
these gentlemen for this scheme, and are 
we to understand there is no result after 
all these years ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon, Mem- 
ber must realise it is impossible for me to 
answer supplementary Questions as to 
which I have no knowledge of what has 
been going on during the last few weeks. 
If there is any information TI can obtain 
for him I will inquire. 


Mr. FLYNN: We are not responsible 
for the change in the Irish Secretaryship. 


King Harman Estate, County Roscommon. 


Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the’ Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
it is the intention of the Estates Com- 
missioners to secure all the non-residential 
or grazing farms on the King-Harman 
Estate, county Roscommon, for redistri- 
bution amongst the tenants of un- 
economic holdings; if so, will he explain 
why they are negotiating with Mr. Robert 
V. Stoney for the sale to him of three 
non-residential or grazing farms at 
Knockadoo, containing 78, 140, and 107 
acres respectively ; and whether, seeing 
the necessity that exists in this locality 
for securing untenanted lands, will he 
instruct the Estates Commissioners to 
secure these farms for the purpose of 
redistribution. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners are taking steps to secure certain 
non-residential farms on this estate for 
distribution amongst the tenants of small 
holdings. 
holding, twelve sub-tenants, who are 
now purchasing their divisions. The 
Commissioners are considering the ques- 
tion whether they will make the advance 
sought by Mr. Stoney for the remainder 
of his holding. 





' See (4) Debates, exlii., 929. 
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Teachers in Irish Schools—Effect of 
New Rule. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether it is the intention of 
the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland to enforce Rule 127 (b) as 
given in the revised edition of 1905: 
and whether, in view of the disapproval 
of the proposed rule expressed by 
managers and teachers and to the pro- 
bable effect of such in replacing trained 
male teachers by women teachers, he 
will order its withdrawal. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The rule his 
not yet come into operation. It has 
been made solely in the iiterests of 
children under eight years of age, and 
the necessity for such a rule was empha- 
sised in Mr. Dale’s Report on primary 
education. At their meeting held on 
Tuesday last the Commissioners adopted 
a resolution defining a ‘ suitable ’’ school 
to mean a school in which there is 
adequate accommodation of a. satis- 
factory kind, in which the teaching of 
infants is efficient, and in which the 
teaching staff is of the same religious 
denomination as in the neighbouring 
boys’ school. The Commissioners further 
decided that in any case in which the 
enforcement of the rule would lead to 
the loss of an assistant teacher, such 
case will be specially considered on the 
application of the manager, and that 
boys over seven years of age who are 
fit to be enrolled in the 2nd Standard 
may be transferred to a boys’ school. 


Lislea National School, County Armagh. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the grounds upon which the 
National Education Commissioners refuse 
to appoint a local non-clerical manager 
of the Lislea No. 1 National School, 
county Armagh. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: When a 
vacancy arises in such a case as this, it 
is the practice of the Commissioners to 
recognise the clerical successor of the 
former manager. The school is being 
conducted satisfactorily under the present 
temporary manager, and the Commis- 


sioners do not propose to recognise a 
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of the former clerical manager has been 
appointed to the locality. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this gentleman re- 
sides twenty-five miles from the school ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Mr. Hancock’s Estate, County 
Roscommon. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether proposals for 
the sale of the estate of Mr. Hancock, 
county Roscommon, have been received 
by the Estates Commissioners ; whether 
he is aware that the landlord has refused 
to sell to six tenants living on the town- 
land of Lackan; and, if so, whether the 
Commissioners will refuse to sanction a 
sale unless these tenants are included in it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Estates 
Commissioners have received no originat- 
ing application or request in respect of 
the sale of this estate. They have no 
knowledge of the circumstance referred 
to in the Question, and can express no 
opinion thereon until the facts are fully 
before them. 


Clarke Estate, County Cork. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state to whom the 
untenanted land acquired by the Estates 
Commissioners on the Clarke Estate, 
county Cork, has been allocated; and 
whether, after provision is made for the 
evicted tenants on the estate, preference 
will be given to the claims of evicted 
tenants in the immediate neighbourhood 
who are unable to obtain possession of 
their former holdings from the present 
occupiers. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The question 
of the allocation of untenanted lands on 
this estate is still under consideration by 
the Estates Commissioners, who are 
making arrangements for the reinstate- 
ment of persons who have been evicted 
from holdings on the estate. The claims 
of other evicted tenants in the neighbour- 
hood will subsequently be considered. 
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Local Government Inquiries—Shorthand 
Writer's Pees. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the District Council of Bir 
have recently refused to pay the short- 
hand writer’s fees for attending a recent 
Local Government inquiry, on the 
ground that such fees were excessive and 
could be avoided if the services of 
capable local reporters were utilised 
instead of bringing a man specially from 
Dublin; and, if so, whether, having 
regard to the continued complaints made 
by local authorities against the con- 
tinuance of this practice at public in- 
quiries, he will take steps to prevent it 
in future by employing local men. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Locil 
Government Board have received no 
information to the effect stated in the 
first part of the Question. The fees for 
shorthand writing in the case referred to 
were not increased by the employment 
of a shorthand writer from Dublin, as no 
travelling expenses were claimed or 
allowed. It is the practice of the 
Board’s inspectors to select local short- 
hand writers for this service when 
competent men are available, but it 
would be undesirable to lay down a hard 
and fast rule that none but local men 
should be employed. 


Mr. Mowbray’s Estate, County 
Monaghan. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland tt the estate 
of Mr. C. F. Mowbray. Errigal, Truagh, 
county Monaghan, is in process of being 
sold under the Land Purchase Act of 
1903; whether the vendor has consented 
to restore three out of four evicted 
tenants; and if the Estates Commis- 
sioners can take any action to secure 
that Mrs. McKenna, evicted in 1899, 
shall be restored to her holding previous 
to the sale being completed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No proceedings 
for the sale of this estate have yet come 
before the Estates Commissioners. An 
application for reinstatement has been 
received from Mrs. McKenna, and this 
will be duly considered in the event of 
proceedings for sale of the estate. 
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Cautwell Estate, County Dublin. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
considerable portion of the Cautwell 
Estate, in the county of Dublin, which 
has been purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners, has been sold by them to 
&@ person who was neither a tenant on 
the estate nor an evicted tenant, nor a 
small tenant on a neighbouring estate; 
and, if so, by what authority such a sale 
was authorised, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This estate, 
which was purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners under Section 6 of the 
Trish Land Act, 1903, has been sold to six 
persons. Two of these persons were 
tenants on the estate and at the same 
time tenants on an adjoining estate; two 
others were evicted tenants; and the 
remaining two were the representatives 
of deceased evicted tenants. The pro- 
visions of Section 2 (1) apply to each of 
these purchasers. 


Butler Estate, County Dublin. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in disposing of the 
Butler Estate. in the county of Dublin, 
due consideration will be given to the 
claims of the small tenants on adjoining 
estates for an enlargement of their hold- 
ings, and of evicted tenants in that 
county. 


Me. WALTER LONG: This estate 
was purchased by the Estates Commis- 
sioners under Section 7 of the Irish Land 
Act, 1903, for the purpose of reinstating 
evicted tenants, and the lands have, 
accordingly, been distributed amongst 
three evicted tenants. 


Butson Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a few months ago negotia- 
tions were in progress between the 
tenants on the Butson Estate, county 
Galway, and the nominal owner for the 
purchase of untenanted land on the 
estate; that the Land Judge was selling 
to Mrs. Butson 800 acres for £12,000; 
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that Mrs. Butson offered to sell to the 
tenants, for the purpose of enlarging 
their uneconomic holdings, 300 acres for 
over £6,000; that the negotiations have 
fallen through because the tenants refused 
to purchase at the price demanded ; and 
that these tenants are now being pro- 
ceeded against for the hanging gale ; and, 
if so, can he state at what date the 
hanging gale was incurred. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
that the sale to Mrs. Butson of 800 acres 
of land had been completed before any 
question arose as to the resale by her of 
300 acres, part thereof, to the tenants. 
The Land Judge had no power to compel 
Mrs. Butson to resell the land, nor could 
he exercise any control as to the price 
demanded. The negotiations with the 
tenants having fallen through, the re- 
ceiver has been instructed, in the usual 
course, to take proceedings for the re- 
covery of the arrears of rent actually due. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last line of the 
Question? Is it forty years ago / 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Strokestown District Inspector of Police. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 38.): ! 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware of the dissatisfaction existing in 
the Kilglass district, county Roscommon, 
by reason of the fact that the district 
inspector of police at Strokestown brings 
his dogs and ferrets on the lands ot 
Clooneen to kill rabbits, with the result 
that ewes in lamb have been chased 
about and cattle driven over the fences; 
and whether, in view of the reduction of 
the police force now going on in Ireland, 
he will recommend the abolition of 
Strokestown as a separate district an‘ 
its amalgamation with a neighbouring 
district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The district 
inspector states that he has never had 
his dogs on these lands, and the sug- 
gestion that sheep and cattle have been 
chased by them is therefore unfounded. 
There is no intention to abolish the 





district station at Strokestown. 











473 Questions. 


Irish Civil Service ‘‘ Junior Clerks.” 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, as the term junior clerk is not 
recognised by the Civil Service Com- 
missioners, he will state to what class of 
officials the Department of Agriculture 
applies the term; and whether it is 
correct to describe as such the Catholic 
gentlemen who have eleven years service 
under the Crown, and whose work (the 


drafting and writing of correspondence, | Chief 
; le 


interviewing callers, and conducting of 
registries) requires initiative and training. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The term 
“junior clerk” is a popular designation 
of clerks who are in the lower grades of 
the Civil Service. 


Newport District (Mayo) Police Surgeon. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ire- 
land whether the doctor who was 
appointed police surgeon for the dis- 
tricts of Newport, Glenhest, and Mallar- 
anny, county Mayo, in succession to Dr. 
(ill, late of Newport, resides in Westport, 
the town to which Dr. Gill has removed, 
and for which he was asked to send in 
his resignation, being outside the above 
police districts ; and will he explain why 
the successor to Dr. Gill, who resides in 
Newport, did not get the appointment. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): The hon. Member has on to-day’s 
Paper two unstarred Questions which 
bear on this subject, and, with his per- 
mission, I will deal with all three together. 
My right hon. and learned friend has 
recently informed the hon. Member 
what were the circumstances in which 
Dr. Gill was required to resign. It is 
the fact that the gentleman who has 
been appointed to succeed him as 
medical attendant at the stations 
named resides at Westport, but, unlike 
Dr. Gill, he holds no appointment which 
could interfere with his attendance on 
the police. There is no rule which re- 
quires that Constabulary medical at- 
tendants should reside in the districts 
for which they are appointed. The 
appointment of these gentlemen rests 
with the Inspector-General, who consults 
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‘the interests of the men concerned and 


makes the best selection possible. 


Appended are the unstarred Questions 
referred to:— 


Dr. AMBROSE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether police surgeons in 
Ireland must live within the district to 
which they are appointed. 


Dr. AMBROSE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland why, in appointing 
a police surgeon for the district of 
Newport, county Mayo, did the police 
authorities select a man eight miles 
outside the district, 


School Teachers Pay—Newry Memorial. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Commissioners of Education have re- 
ceived a memorial from members of 
public boards in Newry, asking that those 
teachers who were in the training colleges 
when the new rules were issued in 1900, 
and who were bound by agreement to 
enter the service of the Commissioners 
after training, should be remunerated in 
accordance with the scale which was in 
operation at the time the agreements 
were entered into ; whether these teachers 
have received special consideration, as 
promised in the footnote to the new rules ; 
and, if so, what is the result of the 
special consideration. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The memorial 
referred to has been received by the 
Commissioners. The agreement signed 
by teachers on entering a training 
college binds them to follow the calling 
of teacher in a public elementary school, 
and imposes on them the liability to 
forfeit the cost of their training in the 
event of their failing to fulfil a proba- 
tionary service of two years as teacher. 
There is nothing in the agreement which 
binds the Commissioners to employ such 
teachers under any particular set of rules. 
The interests of teachers who were 
actually in the Commissioners’ service 
prior to 1900 were, as a matter of fact, 
preserved by the new rules. Any such 
teachers who were in training colleges 
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in 1899-1900 received special considera- 
tion when their incomes were fixed under 
the new rules ; and this special considera- 
tion consisted in the promotion in grade 
to which they would have been entitled 
by reason of their having entered 
training colleges. Other students in 
training in 1900, who had never been 
employed as principal or assistant teachers 
under the Commissioners, had no claim 
to special consideration. 


Howth Harbour Dredging Operations. 


Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether his attention 
has been drawn to a resolution of the 
North Dublin District Council, in which 
the complaint is made that the dredger 
at present employed in dredging Howth 
Harbour deposits the stuff which it removes 
in such a place that the incoming tides 
wash it all in again to the mouth of the 
harbour ; and whether, if there be foun- 
dation for this complaint, directions will 
be given by the Board of Works to have 
the operations of the dredger referred to 
conducted with a view to the effective 
discharge of the work which it is set to 
accomplish. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAaven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): No such resolu- 
tion has been forwarded to the Board of 
Works. The Board’s officers carefully 
selected the position in which the dredger 
deposits and I understand there has been 
no occurrence such as described in the 
Question. 


Mr. CLANCY: The Question will be 
repeated,.for the resolution I refer to in 
it has been published. 


Dublin Port and Docks--Dockmastership. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade under what circumstances 
is Mr. Manders, first mate of the Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights steam yacht 
‘‘ Alexandra,” serving under the Dublin 
Port and Docks Board in the temporary 
capacity of dockmaste:; how long has 
he been employed in this position; and 
whether his services under the Irish Lights 
Board will be considered as continuous 
for the purposes of promotion and 
pension 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 476 
Mr. BONAR LAW: The Board of 


Trade are informed by the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights that this officer being a 
candidate for the appointment of dock- 
master under the Dublin Port and Docks 
Board, the Commissioners gave him leave 
of absence to act as the temporary dock- 
master during the illness of the present 
occupant of the position, and that Mr. 
Manders, who pays the salary of his suh- 
stitute on the ‘‘ Alexandra,’ has now been 
on leave for four months, Should he return 
to the service of the Commissioners after 
a period not exceeding twelve months, 
his service under them would, in accord- 
ance with the practice ruling in the Civil 
Service, count as continuous, but he 
would not be entitled to count for pen- 
sion purposes the time during which he: 
was in the employment of the Dublin 
Port and Docks Board. The ‘question of 
promotion is one entirely for the Com- 
missioners, 


Ballina Post Office Staff. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster- General if, in 
view of the fact that in February, 1904, 
after due inquiry, it was decided to 
increase the staff in Ballina, county 
Mayo, post office by six male sorting 
clerks and telegraphists, and that this 
decision has not yet been acted upon, he 
will state the cause of delay; and if he 
can say when it is proposed to make the 
necessary additions to the Ballina staff. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
appears to be under a misapprehension. 
Proposals for changes in the staft at 
the Ballina office are under consideration, 
but there is no question of increasing the 
number of male sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists by as many as six. I hope 
that a decision will be arrived at shortly. 


Higher Education in Ireland. 

Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that, while no grant whatever 
out of Imperial funds has been made for 
the purpose of a system of higher educa- 
tion of which Catholics in Ireland can 
conscientiously avail themselves, the 
grants in aid of the University Colleges in 
England have in the last twenty-five 
years risen from an annval sum of 
£15,000 per annum to a sum of £54,000 
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per annum in 1904-5, and that it is now 
proposed by the University Colleges 
Committee to increase such annual grant 
to the sum of £100,000 per annum, he 
will say whether that recommendation 
has been endorsed by the Treasury; and 
whether it is the intention to include 
such increase in the Estimates for the 
coming financial year. 


Mr. CLANCY: I beg also to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of the fact that University 
Colleges in England, apart from the 
Universities which are in receipt of 
grants out of Imperial Funds, number 
upwards of a dozen, and that there are 
not any such institutions in Ireland of 
which Catholics can conscientiously avail 
themselves, it is now contemplated to 
increase the grants to those institutions 
to £100,000 per annum; and whether, if 
it is so contemplated, he will refuse to 
sanction any increase in the grants 
referred to while no provision is made 
for the higher education of Catholics in 
Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are some 
adjectives in the hon. Member’s Question 
which suggest controversy; and I will 
content myself by saying to the hon. 
Member that the actual amount which I 
understand to be on the Votes for higher 
education in Ireland is £33,416, and it is 
proposed to give for English higher 
education £100,000, which will appear 
on the Estimates. I ought to add that 
under the English system four times the 
amount is required from local subscrip- 
tions before anything is derived from the 
public funds. 


Mr. CLANCY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to say, in mentioning the 
figures regarding Ireland, that there is 
any single institution in that country of 
University character of which an Irish 


Catholic ean conscientiously avail 
himself ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is really 


a very difficult Question for me to answer. 
I understand that English Roman 
Catholics go to Oxford and Cambridge. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): Is 
Scotland to have any share in the in- 
creased grant ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The original 
Question has no reference to Scotland. 
I must ask the hon. Member to put his 
Question on the Paper. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Did I cor- 
rectly understand the right hon. Gentle- 
man to answer to the effect that the 
provision on the Estimates for higher 
education in England was to be raised 
from £54,000 to £100,000 this year and 
that no additional provision whatever is 
to be made for Ireland 2 


Me. A. J. 
is true. 


BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, that 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We will see 
about that. 


Mr. CLANCY : Has the Prime Minister 
recanted his views on Irish University 
education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; although 
few people may be prepared to agree 
with me, my opinion in regard to Irish 
University educatiof stands as it will be 
found in a published letter which I have 
never withdrawn. 


Fiscal Reform— India and the Colonial 
Conference. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any representative of the Govern- 
ment of India will be summoned to 
the Colonial Conference of 1906. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the calling 
together of this Conference and the 
delegation to it of any question of fiscal 
reform should take place under the 
auspices of the present Government, of 
course India will be represented. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend The Military Man- 
ceuvres Act, 1897.” [Military Manoeuvres 
Bill (Lords. ] 


NEW BILLS. 


LEASEHOLDERS (PURCHASE 
SIMPLE) BILL. 


“To give facilities to Leaseholders for 
the purchase of the Fee Simple of their 


OF FEE 
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holdings,” 


supported by Mr. Channing, Mr.Whiteley, | 


Mr. Field, Mr. Me Arthur, and Mr. Benn; | Revenue Buildings : 


to be read a second time upon Monday, 
5th June, and to be printed. 


ALLOTMENTS (LONDON) BILL. 


[Bill 108.] | 
| Harbours under the Board of 


“To facilitate the provision of Allot- | 


ments by the London County Council,” 
presented by Mr. Benn; supported by 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Crooks, Dr. 
Macnamara, and Mr. Lough; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 109.] 


SUPPLY [2np ALLorTepD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6 (VOTE 
ON ACCOUNT). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £21,500,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, on account, 
for or towards defraying the Charges for 
the following Civil Service: and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1906, viz. :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 
Cxiass III. 


x 

Ireland :— 

Land Commission - - - 70,000 
Cuass II, 

United Kingdom and England :— 
Colonial Office - - - 25,000 
Local Government Board - 86,000 

Cuass I. 

Royal Palaces - - - 26,000 
Osborne - - - - 7,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure 

Gardens - - 43,000 
Houses of _— om 25,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, 

Great Britain - - 383,000 
Art and Science paibdings, 

Great Britain - - - 15,000 
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presented by Mr. Kearley ; | Diplomatic and Consular Build- £ 
ings . . - 94,000 


200,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain 180,000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom $0,000 


Trade - - - - 8,000 
Peterhead Harbour - - 10,000 
Rates on Government Property 260,000 
Public Works and Buildings, Ire- 

land - - . - 110,000 
Railways, Ireland 35,000 


Il. 
United Kingdom and England :—- 
House of Lords Offices - - 


CLASS 


7.000 


House of Commons Offices - = 15,000 
Treasury and Subordinate De- 
partments - $0,000 
Home Office - 66,000 
Foreign Office - 25,000 
Privy Council Office, ete. 3,000 
Board of Trade - - 85,000 
Mercantile Marine Services 30,000 
Bankruptcy Department of the 
Board of Trade - - 3 
Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries - - - - 55,000 
Charity Commission - - 15,000 
Civil Service Commission 17,000 
Exchequer and Audit eget 
ment - - 25,000 


| National Debt Office - - 


3,000 
5,000 
By) 
6,000 
10,000 


Friendly Societies Resery - 
Lunacy Commission - - 
Mint (including Coinage) : 


Public Record Office - 
Public Works Loan Commis- 
sion - - - 5 


Registrar- Genente Office - 17,000 
Stationery and Printing - - 330,000 
Woods, Forests, etc., Office of- 8,000 


Works and Public sae 


Office of - - - 30,000 


Secret Service - - - 40,000 
Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland, Office 
| of - - - - 25,000 
Fishery Board - - - 5,000 
Lunacy Commission - - 3,000 
| Registrar-General’s Office - 2,000 
Local Government Board - 9,000 
Ireland :— 
| Lord-Lieutenant’s Household - 2,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland - 12,000 





EEE 
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Universities and Colleges, £ 


Department of Agriculture and £ 


Technical Instruction - - 80,000 
Charitable Donations and Be- 

quests Office - - - 1,000 
Local Government Board - 27,000 
Public Record Office - - 2,000 
Public Works Office - - 17,000 
Registrar-General’s Office - 5,000 
Valuation and aaa Sur- 

ve v - s - = 6,000 


Crass III. 


United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges - - - - 40,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 28,000 
Supreme Court of Judicature - 140,000 
Land Registry - - 18,000 
County Courts - - 2,000 


Police, England and Wales 13,000 
Prisons, England and_ the 

Colonies - - - - 350,000 | 
Reformatory and Industrial 

Schools, Great Britain - 130,000 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 

Asylum : - - - 12,000 

Scotland :— 

Law Charges and Courts of Law 30,000 
Register House, Edinburgh 15,000 


Crofters Commission, Scotland 2,000 


Prisons, Scotland = - - - 37,000 
Ireland :— 
Law Charges and Criminal 
Prosecutions 32,000 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
and other Legal Departments 43,000 


County Court Officers, ete. - 45,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police - 60,000 
Royal Irish Constabulary - 600,000 
Prisons, Ireland - 54,000 
Reformatory and Industrial 

Schools - - - 55,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 

Asylum - - - 3,500 

Cuass IV. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
Board of Education - 7,000,000 
British Museum - - 70,000 
National Gallery - - - 10,000 
National Portrait Gallery - 3,000 


Wallace Collection = - - 3,00C 
Scientific Investigation, etc., 
United Kingdom - - 24,000 
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Great Britain, and Inter- 


mediate Education, Wales 60,000 
Scotland :— 
Public Education 770,000 
National Gallery - 5,000 
Treland :— 
Public Education - - 760,000 
Endowed saaeiene Commis- t 
sioners - - 400 
National Gallery - - 2,500 
Queen’s Colleges . - 2,500 
Cuass V. 
Diplomatic and Consular 
Services - - - 250,000 
Colonial Services - - 595,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and 
Pacific Cable - - 35,000 
Cyprus (Grant in Aid) - 15,000 
Cuass VI. 
Superannuation and Retired 
Allowances” - - - 300,000 
/ Merchant Seamen’s Fund 
Pensions, ete. - - 1,500 
Miscellaneous Charitable and 
other Allowances - 1,000 
Hospitals and Charities, 
Treland - : - 17,000 
Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies Deficiencies - —_ — 
Crass VII. 
Temporary Commissions 20,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses 14,587 
Repayments to the Local 
Loans Fund - . —- — 
Ireland Development Grant 100,000 


Visit of Their Royal High- 
nesses the Prince and 
Princess of Wales to India —_— — 


Total for Civil Services £14,070,000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Customs - - - 350,000 
Inland Revenue - - 830,000 
Post Office - - - 3,800,000 
Post Office Packet Service - 250,000 
Post Office Telegraphs 2,200,000 

Total for Revenue De- 
partments - - £7,450,000 


Grand Total £21,500,000.” 
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Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) moved a | 
reduction of the Vote by £100, and said 
his object in so doing was to call attention 
to two points in connection with the 


operation of the Land Act. The 
first was with regard to the pub- 
lication of any instreetions that 


might have been given to the Land 
Commissioners by the Irish Execu- 
tive, and the second was the early sub- 
mission of a Report relating to the 
administration of the Land Act. The 
fact that an enormous amount of money 
was required for the purposes of the Act, 
and that the greater part of it was to be 
advanced out of public resources in order 
to secure the carrying out of the great 
objects of that Act, justified their demand 
for full information as to the manner in 
which the Act was being administered. 
The question of the failure or success of 
the Act depended mainly on its adminis- 
tration, and, therefore, the policy pursued 
and the principles adopted ought to be 
made known to Parliament in order that 
it might have an opportunity of criticising 
them. The question of individual deci- 
sions by the Land Commissioners in the 
cases of particular estates, whether they 
affected unjustly landlord or tenant, and 
whether they had good or bad results, 
whether also they were dilatory or 
expeditious—these questions, he said, 
sank into absolute insignificance when 
compared with the more general principles 
upon which the administration of the Act 
was based. What they wanted to know 
was what were the fundamental principles 
which had been from time to time laid 
down as to the mode in which the Land 
Commissioners should proceed in the 
discliarge of their very important duties. 
They wanted to know what general 
regulations or instructions were made for 
the Commissioners by, the Executive 
Government 


It was quite true that the Act 
might be made or marred by its 
administration. How important, then, 


was it to know the general lines upon 
which it was being administered, and of 
how much more importance was it that 
they should get that information in the 
early days of the operation of the Act. 
He made no apology whatever, therefore, 
for pressing on the attention of the Com- 
mittee the vast importance of 
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question, for he conceived it to be of 
vital consequence to Parliament and to 
the public to get the information for 
which he was now asking. So vital did 
he look upon it, that rebuffs would not 
deter him from continually pressing for 
it on all possible occasions. In his 
opinion publicity was the very essence 
of the successful administration of the 
Act, and they believed that that was 
the only security which Parliament had 
for proper control over this matter. 
The discharge of their duties in an 
efficient manner by the Commissioners 
largely depended upon a clear under- 
standing of the relations between them- 
selves and the Government, and the 
extent and degree to which such powers 
as Parliament had given them were being 
controlled by the action of the Executive 
Government. It was impossible, satis- 
factorily and intelligently, to deal with 
the action of the Commissioners and of 
the working of the Act without the 
publicity to which he had _ referred. 
They had had a debate on the 9th of that 
month in which the Attorney-General, 
answering for the Irish Government in 
the absence of the new Chief Secretary. 
pointed out that the right hon. Gentleman 
was not there to state the view which he 
might deem it his duty to take on that 
particular subject. He was glad to hear 
on that oceasion that the question was to 
be left an open question. Nobody could 
doubt it was within the province and 
competence of the Executive Government 
to communicate to Parliament any general 
instructions or directions which it might 
have adopted with reference to the 
Estates Commissioners. Nobody could 
doubt either that the matter was one 
quite within the competence of the Chief 
Secretary to deal with. Neither could 
anybody doubt that it was entirely within 
the competence of that House to 
determine what information it might 
require from. time to time. 
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The case,which he was making out was 
greatly strengthened by what occurred on 
the occasion of the recent debate, when, 
undoubtedly, the feeling was in favour 
of the information for which they asked 
being furnished. The right hon, and 
learned Gentleman on that occasion read 
a number of extracts from the proceedings 
in Committee on the Land Act, when 
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the question of placing the Commissioners | they should be laid before Parliament. 


under the control of the Lord-Lieutenant 
was under discussion. The right hon. 
Gentleman on that occasion moved the 
omission of the words which provided for 
that control, and, in the course of his 
remarks, indicated that it was the inten- 
tion of the Government that the work of 
the Commissioners should be administra- 
tive and that they were not to occupy a 
position of independence or detachment 
such as Was occupied by many Irish 
Boards. That view was assented to on 
the Opposition Benches, and they quite 
believed that the result of the debate 


and of the agreement thus arrived 
at would be to ensure that they would 
have full information which would 


enable them to discuss the work of the 
Commission, and would give really 
effective Parliamentary control. The 
clause, as originally drafted, provided that 
the Commissioners should be under the 
control of the Lord-Lieutenant, and that 
thev should act in accordance with such 
regulations as he might make. Now, the 
danger of that was that it might indicate 
a day-to-day and hoar-to-hour control 
of the details of the work of the Com- 
missioners in concrete cases. Hethought 
that very objectionable, because it 
brought in questions affecting persons 
and private interests, questions which it 
was extremely dangerous to place in the 
hands of the Executive. Indeed, it was 
absolutely impossible in the nature of 
things for such details to be effectively 
supervised by the Executive (Govern- 
ment. It might act for evil sometimes, 
and certainly very little good was likely 
to come out of it at any time. The 
result of the discussion was that the 
Chief Secretary agreed that there should 
be no interference by the Executive with 
the details of concrete cases. The 
Executive held that the best prosperity 
of the country and the efficient working 
of the Act depended on the Commis- 
sioners devoting themselves to adminis- 
trative work, and the Government, in the 
end, accepted words making it clear that 
that was the desire of the House. Then 
cume up the question of the House know- 
ing what instructions or regulations the 
(tovernment might from time to time 
prescribe. An Amendment was moved, 
and received the assent of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman, providing that 


The Chief Secretary intervened in that 
debate and confirmed what had fallen 
from the Attorney-General, and eventu- 
ally the clause was passed in a confessedly 
imperfect state on the understanding 
that, later on, words should be inserted 
which would give effect to the intentions 
of the House. On a later clause an 
Amendment was moved by the Chief 
Secretary, and carried, which provided 
for the laying before Parliament of the 
Reports of the Estates Commissioners ; 
and that was all that was done to carry 
out the agreement. 

He did not think that the course 
that was taken in reference to this 
matter of the rules was one conform- 
able to the traditions of  Parlia- 
ment with reference to understandings 
made in the House. The Attorney- 
(reneral frankly acknowledged that there 
had been a departure from the original 
understanding, that he had, in frct, been 
thrown over; thit the right hon. Gentle- 
main the Chief Secretary had changed 
his mind, as he had a right to do, and 
had come to the conclusion that it was 
inexpedient to follow the course which 
had been agreed upon. Now they 
did their bus:ness in that House very 
largely upon conventions, and the 
orderly transaction of the business of 
Parliament very much depended upon 
the carrying out of understandings 
arrived at across the floor of the House 
it was indeed most advantageous that 
such understandings should be observed 
with the strictest good faith. They were 
mitters of honour, and though they 
might be repugnant to a very large 
number of Members, yet, when once an 
arrangement had been made, every one 
considered himself bound by it. Pledges 
made by the Government with reference 
to the business of the House with regard 
to legislation were always held to be 
extremely sacred. He would be the last 
to impute any selfish or conscious 
divergence from that standard of honour 
on the part of the late Chief Secretary, 
especially at that period of his political 
career, for he thought it would be un- 
generous to take even a_ legitimate 
advantage of Parliamentary warfare at 
such a time. He could only suggest 
that there must have been some mis- 
conception on the part of the right hon. 
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Gentleman, not of what he had agreed | 


to, but as to the extent of the honour- 
able obligations of the Parliamentary 
convention. 


He had observed that such obliga- 
tions were sacred. Of course, he 
did not mean to suggest that if a 
Minister came to the conclusion that a 
grave mistake had been made, by which 
the public interest would suffer, he was 
absolutely bound to be the instrument 
for perpetuating that mistake. He 
might then be under the painful necessity 
of having to retire from the obligation. 
But he did not think that that con- 
sideration applied in the present 
instance; and he did hold that it was the 
incumbent duty of the Minister, if he found 
himself in any difficulty in carrying out 
an agreement, to take the House 
into his confidence before abandoning it. 
Under such circumstances the Chief 
Secretary should have asked to be 
released from his undertaking, and it 
would then have been his duty to place 
matters in as nearly as possible the posi- 
tion they would have occupied if the 
arrangement had not been made, and to 
give Members an opportunity of taking 
the judgment of the House upon the 
proposition to which he had acceded. 
The question came up on July 17th, when 
the Bill was being hurried through, and 
entreaties were made that there should 
be no discussion. A statement that it 
was intended to depart from the arrange- 
ment, and an opportunity to move another 
Amendment, would have put a different 
face on the matter, but the statement 
was not made nor the opportunity given, 
and, consequently, the clause passed Re- 
port in its present form. Those circum- 
stances ought very favourably to dispose 
the Administration to do the thing 
they were free to do, but under no 
obligation to do, and to consider long 
before they decided not to keep in the 
spirit the pledge given to the House of 
Commons, and which it was believed had 
been carried out. 


These Commissioners were no ordinary 
administrative officers. They were ad- 
ministrative officeis, but they were 
charged with duties of the very highest 
character, and it was the duty of 
the 
itself the right to such information as 


Mr. Blake. 
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would enable it from time to time to 
judge how the Land Act was being 
worked. The right hon. Gentleman had 
suggested that the instructions were con- 
fidential and that there were no Depart- 
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| mental instructions in the usual sense to 


be given. The instructions were general 
instructions as to the course to be 
pursued by the Commissioners in the 
discharge of their high duty, and those 
who knew what an atmosphere of doubt 
and suspicion surrounded |)ublin Castle 
in the minds of the people of Ireland 
would be the first to realise what injurious 
consequences would result from the 
refusal of this information. It was no 
doubt true, as the Attorney-General had 
stated, that the Commissioners were 
officials of the Government, and that the 
Government were responsible for their 
actions. But this was a special case, in 
which the confidence was one which those 
who made the communications were 
entitled, and, in his opinion, bound to 
disregard. The Government might take 
the responsibility of directing the Com- 
missioners as to what they should or 
should not do in certain cases. What 
harm could possibly be done, how could 
the principles of Ministerial responsibility 


. be violated, by laying down the wholesome 


rule that, as these instructions were of 
a general character, they should come 
before Parliament, and that Parliament 
should see what were these general 
principles of action or inaction which 
the Government had prescribed to the 
Commissioners for dealiny with these 
enormous interests. Where did the in- 
convenience lay ? Members of the House 
of Commons, who on the whole theory of 
the case had to criticise not the Com- 
mission but the Government, the latter 
being held responsible for everything 
that was done or not done, were entitled 
to know what came from the Government 
and what was the act of the Commis- 
sioners. It was of the utmost consequence 
that the House should know the instances 
in which the Government had taken the 
direct responsibility of action, and had 
themselves practically laid down the 
lines upon which decisions should be 
given. At present the House had no 
information at all, and they did not 
know what information they were going 
to get from the Commissioners them- 


selves. 





a wa 6 §lCOCY Oe Ct 


~§Re reo ®&® DO wee vv 





489 Civil Services and Revenue {20 Marcu 1905} 


It was generally believed that there 
had been a considerable amount of 
interference. The belief might be un- 
warranted, but such beliefs were bound 
to arise, especially in Treland, and the 
only way of checking them was to give 
the cases in which there had been inter- 
ference, and to declare that in all others 
the Commissioners had been perfectly 
free. What reasons could the Govern- 
ment give for withholding the informa- 
tio? What evil would be done by 
publication? The Act was being ad- 
ministered, and it was admitted that 
there were communications, but it was 
said that they were Departmental and 
confidential. If they were such as 
affected the conduct of the Com- 
missioners with reference to the general 
principles upon which they should 
administer the Act, he denied that they 
were such Departmental and confidentia! 
communications as should be screened 
from the light of the House of Commons, 
or so dealt with that the Hou-e of 
Commons could not pass judgment upon 
the viving of them. ‘Therefore, having 
regard to the origination of the matter, 
as evidenced in the debates to which he 
hai alluded, to the character of the 
Commiss:on, to the interests at stake, 
and tothe great advantage of Parliament 
seeing What the rules were, he hoped the 
Chief Secretary would pause long before— 
by refusing to publish the Papers—he 
deepened the already existing suspicion, 
created an obscurity about what ought 
to be open and clear as day, and sur- 
rounied with uncertainty, perplexity, 
and confusion the operations of the Act. 
If the right hon. Gentleman was to have 
a quiet Chief Secretaryship it was 
necessary that his administration should 
be marked by the utmost clearness and 
e.ndour. ‘The Report of the Commission 
was long overdue, but within the last 
half-:our Members had been able to 
obtain an “‘advance proof of appendices, 
80 fur ag printed, for ad interim Report 
of Estates Commissioners for period 
from commencement of the Act to 
December 31st, 1904.” In that document, 
however, he had not yet been able to find 
‘single statement on a subject of the 
greatest importance as affecting the work- 
ing of the Act, viz., the evicted tenants. 
To hand over to them these imperfect 
appendices was really a bad joke, and it 
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could not be seriously supposed that it 
would do them any good. Valuable as 
they might be to fhose who had time to 
study them, they were of little value 
unless they were illumined by the lan- 
guage of the Report itself. The tail— 
with the exception of one or two joints— 
had been produced, but the body was 
missing. 

Why had they not got this Report ? 
What did the Attorney-General say upon 
this subject? He told them that he re- 
gretted hon. Members were not in 
possession of the Land Commissioners’ 
Report showing the lines upon which the 
Land Act had been worked. With even 
a deeper pang Irish Members shared that 
view. The Attorney-General further 
stated that he had been requested to press 
the Estates Commissioners to furnish a 
Report, and he agreed that a Report 
ought to be furnished. He stated that 
he had made representations to this 
effect, and that he had been informed 
that the Commissioners were doing their 
utmost to bring out a Report, but the 
framing of such a Report must take 
time. He should have thought that the 
appendices would have taken most time, 
but they had got them. The Report 
indicating the procedure, summarising the 
operations of the Commissioners, and 
illumining them as to the course they had 
taken in all the particulars in which this 
new departure had been made, vitally 
important as it was, need not take so 
very much time. He could not see why 
this Report should take so much time, and 
they ought to know what their general 
propositions were and the principles upon 
which they had proceeded. He ventured 
to say that for the satisfaction of the 
country and the House, the good work- 
ing of the Act itself, and the standing 
of all concerned, the Report should have 
been laid upon the Table of the House as 
soonas possible afterthe House assembled. 
The Act prescribed that these Reports 
should be laid on the Table as soon as 
possible. They wished to know exactly 
what the principles of action were. The 
Commissioners had done a great deal 
of work, for they began very early, 
and therefore there was not very much 
late work to do in compiling the Report 
up to December 31st. The mght 
hon. Gentleman was asked whether 
the Report had been revised by anybody 
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else, and whether the Treasury would 
revise it; and he replied that he did not 
know, but the Treasury would have to 
see it because it dealt with public money. 
He presumed, however, that the Treasury 
would not prescribe the general principles 
upon which the Act was worked, but 
would only deal with those things with 
which the Treasury was immediately 
concerned. The language of the right 
hon. Gentleman indicated that this 
Report was not to be limited merely to 
an explanation of the figures, but that it 
would give the lines upon which the 
Commissioners had worked the Act. 
They wanted the Report to be a full one. 
No doubt the Report had been in type 
for a long time, and probably it had been 
bandied about from one office to another. 
He did not know whether the Report 
would be the expression of the opinion 
of the Commissioners as they originally 
made it, or whether it would be the 
opinion of higher authorities. Probably 
parts would be excised or added to, but 
the House might at least be told the 
general rules upon which the Act had 
been administered and the principles of 
their proceedings. 


This was a Vote taking money 
on account for five months, although 
the old practice used to be to take 
enough money for two months. There- 
fore the Government were asking for 
suffic' ent money to last them until nearly 
the end of the session. Taking into 
account all the devices for restricting the 
liberties of the House, it might be con- 
sidered that except under extraordinary 
circumstances this might be the only 
occasion upon which they would be able 
to refer to this question. He was pleased 
to say that they now had an opportunity 
of delivering their minds upon the freedom 
of action of the Commissioners before their 
Report had been submitted to its last 
polish at the hands of its editors. As 
to discussing the working and administra- 
tion of the Land Act without knowing 
what the instructions were upon which it 
had been worked, and without the 
Report of the Commissioners as to what 
they had done, that was another farce to 
which they were asked to submit. They 
complained of the lack of these in- 
structions and of this Report, and in 


Mr. Blake- 
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order to emphasise that view he begged 
to move a reduction of the Vote. 


Motion made and Question put, “That 
Item, Class 3, Vote 16 (Irish Land Com- 
mission), be reduced by £100.’ — (My, 
Blake.) 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N,) 
said this would probably be the only 
ccasion upon which they could debate 
this question. Unless the Government 
were able to give them a very good 
explanation as to why they were not i, 
possession of the only document whieh 
could give them full information they 


could not discuss this matter with 
anything like confidence. This delay 


seemed to him to be almost unaccount- 
able. More than a year and a half hal 
elapsed since the Act came into operation 
and they were still without any Report 
of how it was working. Tue production 
of the Report was absolutely necessary 
in order to obtain a proper understanding 
of what had actually been done under 
the Act. He did not know any other 
Department of Government of which it 
could be said that a year and a half aiter 
the passing of an important Act there 
had not been available a full account 
of the transactions under that Act. 
Everybody recognised that this was not 
an ordinary Act of Parliament. It was 
a revolutionary Act which marked the 
commencement of a new stage the 
agrarian history of Ireland. Obviously 
it was essential that they should know 
what was going op at the very eurliest 
moment in order that, if there 
anything wrong, they might be able to 
correct it in time, and before any wrong 
practice became stereotyped. They 
knew very well that in many matters 
relating to Ireland one false step ied to 
another, and a precedent was thus laid 
down. Whe the preeedent was found 
to lead in a wrong direction the answe' 
of the Minister was that the thing had 
been commenced and that he must 
now follow on the same lines of policy. 
That was a very dangerous thing if any- 
thing of the kind had occurred in this 
matter. The third reason for debating 
this matter at length was that the duty 
lav upon the Irish Members to see that 
the interests of their country were safe- 
guarded. The duty which la» upon the 
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Government was very important, but 
he should almost be inclined to put as 
scarcely second in importance the duty 
of the representatives of the vast majority 
of the people to see that their interests 
were being safeguarded in the working 
of the Act. They were entirely unable 
to say whether that was being done or 
not. The Report had been delayed,and 
no general statement of principles had 
yet been vouchsafed. 


He felt sure that the view which had 
heen indicated, rather than expressed, by 
the hon. Member for Longford was cor- 
rect, namely, that this was not the fault 
of the Commissioners themselves, The 
Report drawn up by them had long been 
in print, and it had been submitted, he 
supposed, to the Chief Secretary, the 
Law Officers, and, above all, to the 
Treasury, and all the Departments they 
represented were having their finger in 
the pie and examining the Report with the 
view of determining what should be 
its eventual form. That was an extra- 
ordinary act on the part of the Govern- 
ment. If it was really true thit the 
Report had been long since before the 
Government, and that they were altering 
it in the way suggested, it would not be 
the Report of the Commissioners. If 
the Government waated to supervise the 
Report, they ought to have done as was 
done in the case of the Congested 
Districts Board, and other public bodies 
lke the Loeal Government Board. 
They should have made the Chief 
Secretary, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, or the Secretary of the 
Treasury a member of the body, and he 
could have signed the Report and taken 
the responsibility. Ifit were really true, 
as suggested by the hoa. Member for 
Longiord, that it had been submitted to 
other Departments to be revised, he said 
that was a more or less questionable 
proceeding for which an apology ought 
t> be made on this the first occasion on 
which the act had been committed. 
Tae duty of the Irish Members did 
not rest in protesting simply against 
the delay that had taken place in the 
publication of the Report. It was their 
duty to press that it should be immedi- 
ately presented, and, moreover, that it 
should be regularly presented in future. 
He and his friends would not tolerate 
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this hugger-mugger in future if, by pro- 
testing, they could prevent it. They 
must have the document that dealt with 
such vital matters concerning their 
country, and with such vast sums of 
money as were charged upon Ireland itself. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to take care that this Report should 
be presented regularly and in time in 
future, and warned him that if that was 
not done things would be made very un- 
comfortable for him in the House. 


As to the character of the Report, he 
wished to say that the document which 
had been presented that day was not the 
sort of document they wanted. It was a 
mass of figures which it would take, not 
a couple of hours, but probably a couple 
days properly to analys». They did not 
want to know half so much how much 
land had been sold and how much 
money had been advanced in this or that 
county in a period ending at a particular 
date, as to know the general lines on 
which the Commissioners proceeded. It 
wis no use to tell them that £2,000,000 
had been advanced for purchase in 
Leinster, £590,000 in Munster, about the 
same sum in Ulster, and only £250,000 in 
Connaught. That did not convey to 
their minds the general lines on which 
land purchase was proceeding in Ireland. 
He regarded as of far more importance 
the question whether those advances had 
been made for the purpose, say, of the pur- 
chase of untenanted land, for the purpose 
of increasing the small economic holdings 
that existed not only in the West, but all 
over Ireland, or for the purpose of rein- 
stating the evicted tenants who were to 
be found in all parts of Ireland. To fling 
at their heads at the very commence- 
ment of the debate a mass of figures 
from which they could not make the 
wildest possible guess as to the lines the 
Commissioners had gone on was entirely 
unfair on the part of the Caief Secretary, 
and would certainly justify the Irish 
Members in deminding a fresh day for 
considering this matter whenever th> 
full Report was available. 


In regard to the instructions supposed 
to have been given under the Act, he 
did not think it was open for the present 
Chief Secretary to repudiate any of the 
general principles or declarations made on 
important matters by his predecessor. On 
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July Ist, 1903, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover, who was then 
Chief Secretary, said in the House— 

“During the long conferences which preceded 
the introduction of the Bill, and on almost 
every clause, he had laid the greatest stress on 
the administrative character of the new 
Commission. That the new Commission should 
be of an administrative character was not 
merely his personal opinion, it was an integral 
part of the policy of the Government. He 
could not have persuaded his right hon. friend 
to sanction the use of large public funds for 
purely executive work except upon the basis 
that those who administered them were to be 
in a very real sense executive officers, subject 
in all matters of policy, and the economic and 
proper use of the funds, not only to the control 
of the Government but to the criticism of the 
House.” 

What did that mean ? Surely that could 
only have meant one thing, namely, 
tht whatever general instructions might 
be given to the Commissioners would be 
laid on the Table of the House or 
otherwise made public, so that they 
m‘ght criticise them in the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman had stated that day 
in answer to a Question, if he rightly 
understood him, that he was considering 
whether or not the instructions under 
Section 23 of the Act might in future 
be published. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Water Lone, Bristol, 
S.): That is not exactly what I said. 
I stated that I was considering whether 
the time had not arrived both for the 
d:awing up of those regulations and for 
their publication in some form which 
might seem most convenient. 


Mr. CLANCY said he understood that 
no regulations had been framed up to 
the present, and also that they would be 
framed and that they would be published. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
siy in what form the publication would 
be made. It might be made in one or 
two ways; and there might be a difference 
of opinion even as to whether the time 
had arrived for the regulations to be 
drawn up in a formal manner, and what 
might be the most convenient step to 
take in making them public. 


Mr. CLANCY said he {was somewhat 
puzzled by that answer. 


Mr. Clancy. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
mean to puzzle the hon, Gentleman. Al] 
he meant was that there might be 
publication of the regulations in the 
Gazette or by their being laid on the 
Table of the House. He did not mean 
to commit himself to one particular 
course or the other; but to the principl 
that when they were drawn up they 
would be made public in one form or the 
other. 


Mr. CLANCY said he was much 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman. 
That answer was perfectly explicit. He 
understood that the regulations would be 
made, and that they would be published 
either in the Gazette or presented in some 
form to Parliament. But instructions 
might be given to the Estates Com- 
missioners Other than under. the 23rd 
Section of the Land Act of 1903. He 
wanted the right hon, Gentleman to say 
whether or not instructions had been given 
to the Estates Commissioners dealing, in 
a general way, with the administration 
of the Act and which would not be in- 
cluded in the regulations under Section 
23. He could conceive that a_ letter 
might. be written to the Estates Com- 
missioners in reference to a particular 
subject of great importance, and that 
the instruction laid down in such a letter 
might never be formulated in the form 
of arule, and vet that it might be of the 
vastest practical importance. Common 
rumour prevailed that such a thing had 
taken place. He, himself, at the com- 
mencement of the session last vear, felt 
bound to call the attention of the House 
to @ rumour current that the law 
advisers of the Crown in Ireland, in- 
cluding the right hon, and _ learned 
Gentleman opposite, had volunteered 
opinions to the Estates Commissioners 
which they had no right to offer, and 
that this was done under instructions 
from the Treasury with a view to cur- 
tailing the beneficial operation of the 
Act. He wanted to know whether 
an instruction or direction to the Com- 
missioners, on their asking the advice of 
the Law Officers of the Crown, was given, 
and that the Commissioners weve to abide 
by it; whether that instruction had been 
communicated by letter or otherwise ; 
whether such instruction as that would 
be regarded as a regulation under Section 
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23; and whether it would be published. 
If it was not to be a regulation under 
Section 23, and therefore not to be 
published, then he should regard the con- 
cession just made by the right hon. 


Gentleman as absolutely futile and 
useless. 
Now, he had heard it remarked 


tiat these communicatiois were con- 
fidential. He held that they had no right 
to be confidential. They dealt with 
matters of the greatest public importance, 
and dealt with them in the general way in 
which the Act ought to be administered 
—with matters relating to classes of 
estates or properties. As his hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Longford 
had said, if they were in existence at all, 
reports, lustructions, letters addressed 
by the Chief Secretary, or the Secretary 
to the Treasury, or the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, or even the Prime Minis‘er, 
lealing with matters of that sort were to 
be regarded as confidential. Ministers 
had uo right to claim such a privilege. 
Every one of the letters ought to be 
published. He asked the plain question 
—had any letters of the kind been sent 
by the Government ?—he did not care 
who was Chief Secretary. This was a 
continuous Administration, and the 
present Government were responsible for 
the acts of the Chief Secretary. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Hear, hear! 


Mr. CLANCY: Then let them say 
whether they had instructed the Estates 
Commissioners, by letter, about public 
matters—not dealing with individual 
trivialities, as, for instance, whether a 
certain person was to be promoted 
to a certain office—he did not care a 
button about that—he did not care 
who was appointed to the Estates Com- 
mission, except 1t was a gross partisan 
who had already disqualified himself 
from office under the State. But what 
he did care about was the broad general 
lines upon which this Act had been or 
Was to be administered; and whether in 
any particular cases any steps had been 
taken in contravention of what ought 
to be the general policy on the matter 
by the Government of the day; and 
Whether, above all, the will and view of 
the Commissioners themselves had been 
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overborne by those in authority over 
them. 


He would take, as an example, 
certain town holdings in Ireland. He 
read some time ago a statement that, 
in consequence of the action of the 
Commissioners in sanctioning the sale 
of certain town holdings which formed 
a part of a property which was sub- 


stantially agricultural, a certain in- 
struction had been given through 
the Commissioners not to buy any 


more of it or advance public money 
for the further acquisition of these town 
holdings. Were such instructions given, 
and would they be among the regula- 


tions to be framed under Section 23, 
and would they be published? Because, 


if any such broad general instructions 
were given, he held they were a violation 
of the spirit of the Act, and, under 
certain circumstances, would delav the 
settlement of very serious agrarian 
disputes. It was well known that in 
various parts of the country small villages 
and towns had come under the operation 
of the Act, and that these belonged to 
estates where there had been agrarian 
trouble. Now, a great part of the in- 
ducement to the landlords of these 
estates to sell to their tenants would be 
taken away if money was not to be 
advanced for purchase. He admitted 
that there might be cases, in view of the 
limited amount of money at the disposal of 
the Commissioners, in which a restrictive 
policy might be justifiable; but to lay it 
down as a general rule that, because 
money was scarce, or for any other 
reason, no money was to be advanced for 
the purchase of holdings in small towns 
or villages coming within the Act was 
ugainst the policy and spirit of the Act, 
and ought not to be tolerated by the 
House. 


One of the reasons why he had 
wished to see the Commissioners’ Report 
and study the lines on which the work of 
sale and purchase had proceeded, was to 
learn whether or not precedence in mak- 
ing advances for sales and purchase had 
been given to certain classes of estates. 
Everyone knew that in nearly every 
county of Ireland certain estates gave 
trouble on agrarian questions to the 
Executive Government. It was that 
fact which furnished the argument for all 
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Reason and justice had nothing to do 
with the passing of any Land Bill by 
the House. It never had _ been; 
it had always been expediency, and 
a low kind of expediency at that. It 
arose from a sense of fear, of the danger 
of the peace being broken. It was that 
which led British Ministers, no matter to 
what Party they belonged, to touch the 
land question in Ireland, even if it 
involved the advance of money. Was it 
not, then, obvious, even from the English 
point of view, that precedence should be 
given in settling the Irish land question, 
and these agrarian disputes, to those 
estates to which the operation of the Act 
might most usefully be applied. He was 
re‘erring to cases where there were evicted 
tenants in large numbers, and where 
there were many uneconomic holdings, 
as well as large areas of thousands of 
acres of untenanted land given up to 
sheep and cattle. He should like to 
know whether or not instructions had 
been given to the Estates Commissioners 
as to securing precedence in such cases. 
In what order had the money been distri- 
buted. Was it by priority of application ? 
A question of that kind was of much 
greater importance than the ill-digested 
mass of figures which had been issued 
that day. He was all the more curious as 
to whether or pot any rules or instruc- 
tions had been given to the Estates 
Commissioners, apart from regulations 
under Secticn 23, before there was a 
denial which seemed to be volunteered 
by the Law Officers. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrnson, Londonderry, 
N.) said that there was no foundation 
for the suggestion. It was purely 
imaginary. 


Mr. CLANCY said it wes very odd 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
give that answer to him last year when 
he asked who was the man in the iron 
mask who had written the letters. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not know 
anything of the letters referred to, or 
who sent them. 


Mr. CLANCY said that the right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to have been verv 


Mr. Clancy. 


{COMMONS} 
the Land Bills which had been passed. | 
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badly treated. The right hon. Gentle- 
man ought to have retired in indignation, 
From the very foundation of the Act 
there had been confusion. Sometimes it 
appeared in the shape of a legal opinion; 
and sometimes in a letter from the 
Department. He hoped an_ explicit 
answer would be given to all these ques- 
tions which would at once solve the 
rumours which were afloat. 

There was a further question, Com- 
plaints had been continually made as to 
the delay which had taken place in 
the fixing of fair rents. The minimum 
was from two or three vears after 
the application; and if an appeal were 
lodged a further three vears would be 
added. Without exaggeration, quite 
a third of the statutory period might 
elapse before a fair rent was fixed. That 
was ridiculous; and he submitted that 
the Government were entirely to blame. 
He would tell the Committee the reason 
why. Last vear there was a change in 
the constitution of the Sub-Commission. 
Formerly, a Jegal Commissioner sat with 
two lav Commissioners; but last year the 
constitution of the Court was changed 
to one legal and one lay Commissioner. 
If the then existing staff had been re- 
tained under that arrangement, mani- 
festly double the work would have been 
accomplished; but the Government 
immediately dismissed thirty or forty 
Commissioners; and that, of course, 
defeated the object the Government had 
in view in changing the constitution of 
the Court. That was done for the purpose 
of making good the policy of the late 
Chief Secretary that he would save 
in administration many thousands of 
pounds avear in order to pay for the 
bonus. In his opinion, if the Govern- 
ment wanted to save, they might have 
accomplished their object much better 
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by a considerable reduction of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. Even with 
the reduction that had taken place, 


nine-tenths of the force had nothing to 
do except walk round the by-roads. It 
Was a positive disgrace that a lot of able- 
bodied men should be maintained out of 
public funds and have no duties to 
discharge. It would have been better to 
have cut down the Constabulary ; and to 
have left the Commissioners as they were. 
He desired again to protest against the de- 
lay in the publication of the Report of the 
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Estates Commissioners ; and he hoped the 
Chief Secretary would commence his career 
by making a frank and candid explanation 
regarding the instructions which had 
been given to the Estates Commissioners. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid) said 
there was only too much ground for the 
belief that in some parts of Ireland the 
United Irish League was exerting far too 
great an influence upon the decisions of 
the Estates Commissioners. Ina Question 
which he had addressed to the late Chief 
Secretary he had drawn attention to the 
Maher Estate which had recently been 
sold to the Estates Commissioners and 
divided up. He was informed that the 
vendor of the estate intended that the 
land. which was largely untenanted, 
should be divided up amongst the villagers, 
most of whom held conacre and other 
small quantities of land of poor quality. 
But this benevolent intention was largely 
frustrated by the intervention of the 
United Ivish League which, it appeared, 
exercised so much influence upon the 
Kstates Commissioners. These holdings 
were given to the leading officials and to 
the prominent members of the League, 
many of whom lived at a considerable 
distance from the estate, whilst those 
persons living in the immediate vicinity 
who were not in favour with the United 
Trish League were shut out from the 
distribution altogether. He should like 
to give a few details showing how the 
distribution of this estate had been 
carried out. The estate was sold to the 
Estates Commissioners in July last. In 
that month, Father Murray, who was the 
parish priest, furnished the Commissioners 
with a list of fifty small farmers whom he 
considered were most suitable and most 
deserving, in order that the farms should 
he divided amongst them. This list was 
approved by the late owner, and on 
August 7th Father Murray, at the request 
of the president of the local branch of 
the United Irish League, also sent the 
Commissioners a list of about fifty names 
furnished by the League; but Father 
Murray in furnishing this second list took 
care to state that he was in no way 
responsible for it, nor did he approve 
in any way of this second list. On 
January 4th of this year the Estates 
Commissioners inspector called upon 
Father Murray and informed him that 
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he must reduce his number of names from 
fifty to nineteen. Father Murray at once 
consented te do this; and he did so, 
selecting the most suitable and deserving 
people. The inspector of the Estates 
Commissioners then proceeded to 
announce his decision to the various 
people who were present; and he was 
informed that when he did so he was 
threatened with a great deal of intimida- 
tion from the United Irish League 
because certain of their friends had not 
been included in the list. At any rate. 
the disorder at the meeting was so ex- 
ceptional that the final selection was 
postponed for two days. On that same 
day (January 6th)—and this was a rather 
important point in this matter—a meet- 
ing was held in the herd’s house. 
The inspector of the Estates Commis- 
sioners was present and Father 
Murray’s list was revised, other most 
deserving cases being struck out. 
This arrangement was at once ratified by 
the inspector, and he would like to give 
the Committee some details concerning 
the men who got land under this arrange- 
ment. 


The whole estate comprised 447 
acres. The president of the local 
branch of the United Irish League, a 


working mason, who lived three or four 
miles ‘away from the Maher Estate, and 
who already had sixteen acres as a sub- 
tenant on another property, got some 
eighteen acres. His colleague, the 
treasurer, a tailor, living in the village 
with his father, was handed twenty acres ; 
yet another colieague’ a prominent 
member of the South Westmeath 
executive, who occupied twelve acres on 
another property, was allotted about 
sixteen acres. Another president—this 
time of the labour league—got fourteen 
acres, though he was a labourer, and 
though his house and garden were valued 
at five shillings a year only. A second 
labourer, who occupied with his father a 
union cottage, had fourteen acres thrust 
upon him. A third labourer, in the 
occupation of a house and garden valued 
at ten shillings, received eighteen acres. 
A ecoachman received over twenty acres, 
and a working blacksmith, oceupving in 
the village a house and garden valued at 
twenty-five shillings, was given fourteen 
acres. It was quite unnecessary io 
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prolong this list. There was one feature 
about it which must surely strike every 
hon. Member, and that was that the men 
who were not farmers and who had no 
means of stocking their holdings had 
been placed in possession of lands simply 
because they happened to be members 
of certain political organisations. He 
concluded that that was part. of the 
pernicious policy of attempting to 
smother disloyalty by kindness; a policy 
which, he might remind the Committee, 
had aroused considerable indignation 
among the Loyalists of Ireland. But in 
this case the action of the Estates Com- 
missioners had pleased no one except 
the individuals who had benefited 
through their connection with the League. 
The villagers who had been shut out 
from the lands to which they had the 
first claim were highly indignant, and 
had gone the length of levelling the 
fences on the lands to mark their 
indignation. The parish priest also— 
the Rev. Father Murray—whose advice 
was first taken and then thrown on one 
side in favour of the advice of the 
League, had written a letter in which he 
declared that only six tenants living on 
Mrs. Maher’s property and in the very 
immediate neighbourhood got land; 
while the principle which was at first 
laid down by the inspector that labourers, 
artisans, those living at a distance, and 
sub-tenants, would be excluded, was 
violated in every particular. He thought 
this case deserved the attention of the 
Government. In his opinion they ought 
to institute a thorough investigation, a 
sworn inquiry, into the proceedings at 


the herd’s house when the list of 
claimants was settled under League 
domination. It was important not 


only that landlords should sell their 
estates, but that the land, when sold, 
should be apportioned amongst those 
who were best entitled to it, and not 
amongst men whose first and only qualifi- 
cation appeared to be membership of a 
political organisation. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said the first thing the new Chief 
Secretary would do well to understand 
was the meaning of the word “loyal,” 
and not to rely too much on men whose 
loyalty was measured by the amount of 
the cheque they obtained from Dublin 


Mr. Lonsdale. 


{COMMONS} 
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Castle. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman, who had been in Parliament 
a great number of years and who had 
himself had a great agricultural experience 
both as a landed proprietor and as 
Minister of Agriculture, would take up 
this matter as a practical farmer; that 
he would look at it from the point of 
view of the interests of both the landlord 
and the tenant, and that for the very 
short time that his term of office would 
last he would try and do _ justice 
as between man and man, and would not 
lean towards one class which would 
betray him at the earliest moment. The 
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hon. Member for Mid-Armagh, when 
speaking of a political organisation, 


meant the United Irish League, but ii 
the hon. Gentleman had been in Parlia- 
ment in 1881, he would have recollected 
the words of the right hon. Member ior 
West Birmingham that if there had been 
no Land League there would have been 
no Land Bill. If he might paraphrase 
those words, he would say that if there had 
been no United Irish League there would 
have been no Land Purchase Act of 1905. 
The late Chief Secretary in introducing 
that measure made a great speech, one 
of the leading features of which was that 
these Estates Commissioners were not 
to be excluded from the privilege of 
Parliamentary criticism. The — very 
essence of their position was that they 
were to be subjected to it. But another 
essential feature of the programme was 
the restoration of the evicted tenants. 
and he challenged the recollection of the 
House to say whether he was not correct 
in saying that that Act would not have 
been passed had it not been understood 
that they were to be reinstated. What 
had happened? Large powers with 
reference to the administration of 
the Act as it affected evicted tenants 
were inserted in the Act, and_ the 
Commissioners were perfectly willing 
to act upon them. Why were they not 
allowed to do so? After all these 
millions of money had been ladled out 
to the landlords, what was the position 
of the evicted tenants? Four thousand 
five hundred and _ fifty applications 
had been made and forty-six only had 
been dealt with, and the tenants re- 
stored either to the farms they previously 
held or economic farms of the same size. 
That was how the Commissioners had 
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discharged theie duty. He hoped, after 
the favourable Answer to the Question 
asked him that day, the Chief Secretary 
would place the instructions asked for on 
the Table. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what 
he said was that he would consider the 
desirability of formulating those regula- 
tions and of laying them on the Table. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said it was 
necessary that the House should hive the 
rules which had been laid down for the 
guidance of the Commissioners so that 
they might apportion the responsibility. 
Then, 1£ the Land Commissioners went 
wroug because of the instructions of the 
Chief Secretary, they would not spare 
the right hon. Gentleman ; while if the 
Commissioners went wrong of their own 
«accord they would be open to the 
criticism of the House. Why, then, would 
not the right hon. Gentleman lay on the 
Table the memorandum referred to by 
the late Chief Secretary ¢ For proper 
cr.ticism and discussion it was absolutely 
essential that the House should know 
precisely what were the relations between 
the Commissioners and the Executive 
Government. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would commence his tenure of 
office wisely, honestly, and honourably 
by stating clearly whether his pre- 
decessor had, rightly or wrongly, taken 
a course intended to burke debate and 
prevent the supply of information in 
reference to the work of the Estates 
Commissioners. The Attorney-General 
was a gentleman who, in private affairs, 
would not dream of breaking a pledge, 
but in this matter of Government policy 
he undoubtedly had done so, On 
July Ist, 1905, the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman promised in the most 
sbsolute manner that all regulations 
framed by the Government under 
Sub-section 8 should be laid on the Table, 
and that an Amendment embodying 
the undertaking should be inserted 
on the Report Stage. On March 8th, 
however, the right hon. Gentleman 
said the Government had thrown 
him over. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man had no right to throw himself 
over. He was not only a backer of 
the Bill, but a representative of the 


tenant-farmers, and how could he re-— 
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concile his action with his own pledged 
word and his duty to the tenant farmers 
of North Derry? The late Chief Secre- 
tary had no right to change his mind 
after a pledge had been given on his 
behalf. In order to show exactly the 
position in which the Estates Com- 
missioners were towards Parliament, and 
the grave disadvantige to which the 
House would pe put if instructions given 
to the Commissioners by the Governme:it 
were not communicated to Parliament, 
he would read an extract from a speech 
delivered by the late Chief Secretary on 
July Ist, 1803. The right hon. Gentleman 
then said— 

“That the new Commission should be of 
an administrative character was not merely his 
personal opinion ; it was an integral part of the 
policy of the Government. He could not have 
persuaded his right hon. friend to sanction the 
use of large public funds for purely executive 
work except upon the basis that those who 
administered them were to be in a very real 
sense executive officers, subject in matters of 
policy, and the economic and proper use of the 
funds, not only to the control of the Govern- 
ment, but to the criticism of this House.” 

If the Government controlled the action 
of the Commissioners in a way not known 
to the House at large it would be im- 
possible for Parliament to debate their 
policy, and that, in a matter involving 
the use of enormous public funds and of 
the good relations between landlords and 
tenants, was a serious consideration. It 
was not the way to treat the Grand 
Inquest of the nation. Ten millions of 
money had already been ladled into 
the pockets of the landlords, but so far 
as the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants was concerned the Act had been 
a dismal failure. What excuse had the 
right hon. Gentleman to offer for the 
Administration, who were acting badly 
not only to the House of Commons 
and the people of Ireland, but also to 
the Commissioners themselves? Was 
the right hon. Gentleman going to work 
this Act in the interests of the people or 
in the interests of the clerks in Dublin 
Castle? Was he going to be a Minister 
himself, or to minister through clerks ? 
If he was going to be a Mumnister himself 
he should do the honest and proper thing, 
produce this document, and give an 
assurance that all the communicaticns in 
reference to the policy and administration 
of the Act should be placed before the 
House. 
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Another matter urgently requiring 
attention was the appalling block in the 
Land Court. It would be fully permissible, 
under the provisions of the Judicature 
Acts, for the right hon. Gentleman to get 
other Judges from Irish Courts who were 
doing nothing to help Mr. Justice Meredith 
with these appeals and to expedite 
public business. It had been stated— 
he did not know with what truth— 
that the Commissioners had obtained 
legal advice from the Law Officers in 
Dublin Castle. If that were so, it would 
be a matter for the strongest criticism, 
not only of the Law Officers of the Crown 
and the Chief Secretary who allowed it, 
but also of the legal Commissioners them- 
selves, because under the Land Act of 
1903 the Estates Commissioners were 
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empowered to ask advice on questions of , 


law, not of legal politicians, but openly 
and publicly of the High Court of Judica- 
ture. His own feelings in the matter were 
perfectly well known and he did not 
think much good would come out of it. 
He had always hoped for the best and 
had welcomed conciliation, and he had 
never opposed any generous acts in 
reference to the Irish landlords, although 
he knew the Irish people would have to 
pay for them. He had, however, done 
all this under the supreme belief that 
that awful sore in Irish public life, 
namely, the unfortunate position of the 
evicted tenants, would be remedied. Up 
to the present everything had been 
worked for the benefit of the landlords, 
and everything for the relief of the 
distress of the victims of the Plan of 
Campaign had been ignored. The right 
hon. Gentleman must have an intelligent 
appreciation of these difficulties. He 
might not be very successful as Chief 
Secretary, but he might be able to do 
good between man and man and see that 
justice was done without the progress of 
the Act being obstructed by the officials at 
Dublin Castle. The right hon. Gentleman 
might be a successful Minister for Ireland 
as compared with the disastrous failures 
which had gone before him, but the first 
thing he would have to do was to do 
what was right in regard to the adminis- 
tration of this Act. The right hon. 
Gentleman was credited with possessing 
the apostolic gift of suffering fools gladly, 
but he hoped he would endeavour to 
remedy the difficulty of which he had 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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‘that the 
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complained by allowing other Judges to 
assist Mr. Justice Meredith. He thanked 
the House for the patience with which 
they had listened to him, and he assured 
hon. Members that he would not have 
intervened except that his heart was 
touched by the manner in which their 
hopes had been shattered by the adminis- 
tration of this Act, for it was another of 
the many Acts which were meant well 
but which had been obstructed and 
murdered in its administration and had 
been worked in the landlords’ interest 
by the officials at Dublin Castle. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I think it is 
desirable at this stage that I should say 
a few words in reference to the points 
which have been raised, for more than 
one reason. In the first place it seems 
to me that, upon the examination I have 
been able to make in connection with the 
two main subjects raised here this after- 
noon, namely, the delay in the presenta- 
tion of the Report, and the question as to 
whether or not the regulations issued 
to the Estates Commissioners are to be 
laid on the Table and made public, 
there is considerable misapprehension. 
I gather from the speech of the hon. 
Member for South Longford and one or 
two other speeches which have been made 
that there is in some quarters an idea 
that the delay in the issue of the Report 
—- which has naturally caused much 
inconvenience to hon. Members from Ire- 
land, as it has also to those responsible 
for the government of Ireland and for 
the defence of this Vote—has been due 
to some mysterious proceeding on beha'f 
of the Executive Government, and that 
the Report has been going through a pro- 
cess of trimming in order to put it into 
a form more acceptable to those who 
are responsible for it. [‘‘ Hear, hear.”] 
I can assure hon. Gentlemen that there 
is no foundation whatever for that sug- 
gestion. The facts, briefly and baldly 
stated, are that communications have been 
passing between the Estates Commis- 
sioners and the Treasury, not in regard 
to the precise matter that should be in 
the Report, for which naturally the Estates 
Commissioners must be responsible, but 
as to the form that Report should 
take. I am assured that not only 
is there no foundation for the assertion 
Report is being trimmed 
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to suit the views of the Executive, but 
that it has not yet reached the stage at 
which it would be possible for any 
such treatment to be accorded to it. 
The Report has been delayed owing to 
reasons which cannot be wondered at. 
The Estates Commissioners have had a 
vast task to perform, which, although, no 
doubt, they undertook with persons 
experienced in the work, yet they had 
inevitably to approach it without any 
accurate knowledge of the form the 
work would take, or as to the way in 
which it could be best and most economi- 
cally and efficiently performed. There- 
fore I do not think that we ought to 
wonder that there has been delay, which 
seems unreasonable to some extent. in 
the production of the Report, but it has 
certainly not been due to any act of 
omission or commission on the part of 
the Irish Government, and there has 
been none of that improper treatment to 
which reference has been made. I have 
heard with some feelings not only of 
surprise, but also of regret, the con- 
temptuous repudiation of the tables of 
statistics which, by my directions, were 
issued to hon. Gentlemen to-day. It is 
not my fault, or the fault of the Execu- 
tive which I represent for the first time 
to-day, that there has been delay in the 
presentation of this Report. These 
tables were ready, and it occurred to the 
Trish Government that it might be advan- 
tageous that hon. Members should have 
all the information we had, and we 
could not give the Report because 
we had not got it. There is abso- 
lutely no foundation for the charge 
that the delay has been caused by any 
attempt or desire to trim the Report to 
sult our Own views. 


Mr. CLANCY : Is the Report in type ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, it is not in 
type? [An Hon. MemsBer: Is it in 
manuscript ?] Ido not believe it is in 
manuscript as regards a portion of it. 
The Report is in course of preparation 
and will be ready very shortly, and I 
shall do everything I can to expedite its 
production. I hope it will be in our 
hands within a few weeks. I think it is 
a little hard to blame those responsible 
for the delay when it is remembered how 
heavy has been the burden of the work 
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which has fallen upon them during the 
first year of the working of the Act. 
[NaTIONALIsT cries of ‘‘ Oh, oh!”’] 


The other point is the publication of the 
rules. I have already said in answer te 
a Question by the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford to-day that I 
have done my best to examine th's 
question both as to its local aspect and 
from its historical point of view. I do 
not think that there need be any contest 
as to the statement of fact we have heard 
to-day. So far as I have been able to 
learn, the view given by the hon. Member 
for Longford and the hon. Member for 
South Donegal is quite accurate as to 
what took place dur.ng the Committee 
stage of the Bill and during the subse- 
quent Report stige, but there is some 
little misapprehension as to which of 
the regulations it is that was meant. 
As hon. Members opposite are aware, 
there are two sets of regulations, those 
issued by the Commissioners to ther 
inspectors and those I propose to lay 
on the Table at once. Then there are 
the regulations referred to in the sub- 
section, namely, those issued by the 
Executive Government to the Commis: 
sioners, and these are the regulations 
to which reference has been made this 
afternoon. It is alleged that regula- 
tions which come under this sub-section 
have already been issued by the Executive 
Government. An answer has been given 
by my right hon. friend the Attorney- 
General that no regulations answering 
to those described in this sub-section 
have up to the present time been issued. 
Under the language of Sub-section 8, 
as the hon. Member for Longford pointed 
out during the Committee stage of the 
Bill and again to-day, two duties are 
imposed upon the Executive Government 
under the general control of the Lord- 
Lieutenant and acting in accordance 
with such regulations. Now the regula- 
tions described here, as contemplated by 
this sub-section, and referred to by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, 1 am author- 
ised to say have not been issued. 


I have been asked, Are these regulations 
going to be made, and, if made, will they 
be full and complete? I have yet a 
great deal to look into in connection witii 
this Act and the general administration, 


and therefore I am not in a position to 
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speak with the vast experience which my 
predecessor had. I do not think anyone 
will blame my right hon. friend the 
Member for Dover for these instructions 
not being published while he was Chief 
Secretary. When he was asked a Ques- 
tion about this he stated that they had 
not had the full experience which was 
required for the issue of the instructions. 
I do not hesitate to say that the time 
has arrived when these regulations can 
be formulated, and, being formulated, 
they ought to be laid before the country. 
T was asked by the hon. Member for 


North Longford whether they would be : 


full and complete. Most certainly they 
will. These regulations will, as contem- 
plated, deal generally with the broad 
principles on which the Act was to be 
administered, and I conceive, therefore, 
that they will contain everything cover- 
ing the whole ground governing the 
administration of the Act. { cannot con- 
ceive it possible that they should be open 
to the criticism the hon. Gentleman has 
suggested, namely, that they would con- 
tain only a portion of the instructions, 
and that the more important, and perhaps 
the more interesting, would have to come 
out in another way. I hope that that, 
at all events, will be a satisfactory answer 
to the Question I have been asked as to 
the publication of the regulations. I am 
now considering whether they cannot at 
once be formulated, but so soon as they 
are drawn up in full they will be pub- 
lished in one form or another—in the 
Gazette, or in some way which may seem 
most desirable and convenient. 


The only other question raised in this 
debate has been the question of the 
evicted tenants. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The Land 


Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
regard to the Act of 1903. 


{ mean in 


Mr, CLANCY: Lasked the right hon. 
Gentleman questions as to what were 
the instructions of the Government to the 
Kstat2s Commissioners, what was done 
in regard to precedence, and also whether 
instructions were given as to purchase in 
towns. 


Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: [Tam not ina 
position to say what instructions have 
been given in regard to these questions. 
I may state that the policy of my right 
hon. friend the late Chief Secretary in 
regard to the purchase of town property 
is one which seems td commend itself to 
the Irish Government. It is obvious that 
the difficulty surrounding the question 
will not be so much the purchase as the 
re-sale without proper security for a loan. 
That is the foundation of the whole 
thing. Then as to the precedence of the 
evicted tenants. 
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Mr. CLANCY said he had mentioned 
the question of precedence being given 
to the purchase of untenated land. His 
suggestion was by so doing to enlarge 
the small uneconomic holdings and to 
reinstate the evicted tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
ig the information I have 
There is no foundation at 
suggestion. 


All I can give 
received. 


all for the 


Mr. CLANCY : What suggestion ‘ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The suggestion 
the hon. Member made just now, namely, 
that there had been instructions given 
by the—— 


Mr. CLANCY : I made no in-inuation 
at all. I simply asked for informatio 
whether the Commissioners in purchasing 
estates gave precedence in these cases 
or not. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My right hon. 
friend the Attorney-General forglreland 
believes not, so far as his information 
goes. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Do 
the Estates Commissioners deal with the 
estates in the order in which the appli- 
cations are made ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: So far as I know 
that is the rule, and, so far as I know, 
no instructions have been given to the 
Estates Commissioners on the subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It has been 
suggested that the Act has not done as 


much as it ought to have done for the 
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evicted tenants. 
by one or two speakers that the evicted 
tenants have not been put in the position 
which my right hon, friend the Member 
for Dover contemplated. Of course, 
again, I can only draw my inference 
from what he said on that subject when 
he was carrying his great Bill through 
the House, and when he made it per- 
fectly clear, that important as unques- 
tionablv the question of the evicted tenants 
is, the Act was in the first instance 
for the sale of land to tenants in Ireland, 
and that, therefore, the evicted tenants 
question must not take priority, but must 
be ancillary to the great object of the 
Act, which was the transference of owner- 
ship from the landlord to the occupier. 
If that is a correct representation of my 
right hon. friend’s views I do not think 
it is fair to blame us because we have 
acted on that line, and still believe that 
policy ought to animate those respon- 
sible for the administration of this great 
measure, 

ie hon. Member for South Donegal 
has complained of the glut in the Land 
Courts, and made one or two suggestions 
for its removal. I am afraid it is true 
that there is such a glut, which is very 
much to be regretted, although I am 
not quite sure that it is so serious as 
we have been led tosuppose. Obviously 
itis a matter which calls for attention, 
and I can assure the hon, Gentleman that 
it will receive attention. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Armagh has referred to a certain 
case as to the facts of which there 
appeared to be considerable controversy. 
The hon. Member has said that in this 
particular ease occupiers of farms have 
been selected from men living at a great 
distance to the detriment of men living 
on the spot. If that is correct it is 
obviously contrary to the object of the 
Act, and I will inquire into the 
matter and ascertain the facts. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): The | 


Attorney-General for Ireland gave all the 
facts showing that the statements made 


in respect to this estate by the hon. , 
‘should have been done with great care 


Member were very misleading. 
Mr. LONSDALE: No, no! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In that case 
there is no need for the hon. Member to 


It has been suggested ' 
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be anxious about it. Perhaps I may be 
allowed to examine the facts for myself. 


Mr. LONSDALE: All I ask is that 
there should be an inquiry—a sworn 
inquiry if necessary—into the proceedings 
in the herd’s house. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My hon. 
frien! must realise that I shall not under- 
take to hold a sworn inquiry until I have 
had an opportunity of inquiring into the 
subject myself. 


Mr. LONSDALE : 
Mr. WALTER LONG: With that 


assurance I hope hon. Members on both 
sides will leave the matter for the 
present, although I cannot expect my 
answers will have been satisfactory to 
all those interested. I can assure them 
that in connection with one difficulty, 
namely the publication of the Report, 
I shall do all in my power ‘o expedite it, 
as I, as strongly as anyone, desire to see 
it published. 


Hear, hear! 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
the Act of 1903 had been in operation 
for eighteen months. It dealt with 
£112,000,000, of which £100,000,000 was 
primarily secured by the ratepayers of 
Ireland, and, in default of them, guaran- 
teed by the Imperial Exchequer. It was 
an Act which the House and the general 
public were entitled to expect to be 
carried out with great strictness and 
care. He had not a word to say of the 
defence made by the present Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. The right hor. 
Gentleman had just been installed to 
his responsible office, and it was quite 
impossible that he should have made him- 
self master of the facts and circumstances 
which gave rise to the present discussion. 
Not only did the Act deal with these 
enormous interests: but in the money 
Estimates before the Committee there 
was an amount of £150,000 as expendi- 
ture for its administration. That was 
an additional reason why everything 


and attention. Hon. Members other 
than Irish might not be aware what the 
staff was to carry out the Land Act. It 


‘consisted of two Judicial Commissioners, 
four Estates Commissioners, five assistant 
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legal Commissioners, twenty-seven per- 
manent assistant Commissioners, twenty- 
seven temporary Commissioners, five 
deputy registrars, two inspectors, a secre- 
tary, and an immense number of first, 
second, and third-class clerks. This Act 
had been in operation since November 
Ist, 1903, yet the regulations contemplated 
by it had never been made. What ex- 
planation was there of that? Sub-section 
8 of Section 23 said that— 

“The Estates Commissioners, in carrying out 
the foregoing provisions of this Act, shall be 
under the general control of the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant, and shall act in accordance with such re- 
gulations as may be made by him from time to 
time.” 

Of course, such regulations must be in 
writing; and it was inconceivable to him 
to have it stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite that, up to this 
hour, no such regulations had _ been re- 
duced to writing. Of course, if they had 
not been made, they could not have been 
laid on the Table of the House. But, as 
business men, what excuse could the 
Government give for these regulations 
not having been made long ago? Further, 
the Estates Commissioners were not a 
judicial but an administrative body, and 
were put, by this section of the Act, 
directly under the control of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, who was personally respon- 
sible for them and for their proper 
conduct in carrying out the Act. The 
Lord-Lieutenant must have given some 
instructions to the Estates Commis;ioners 
regulating these most important func- 
tions. If these instructions were in the 
form of letters, this House was entitled 
to know what they were. Then some 
light might be thrown on the question 
whether directions had been given them 
to grant a preference to some estates 
over others. That was a_ suspicion 
which ought not to exist. These were 
not private or confidential communica- 
tions, but instructions contemplated by 
Act of Parliament. The right hon, 
Gentleman had not promised—perhaps 
was not in a position to promise-- that 
any other such instructions were to be 
given; and, for that reason, he main- 
tained that all these instructions, when 
given, should be laid on the Table of 
House. It was expressly provided in the 
same section of the Act that—- 

‘Reports of the proceedings of the Estates 


Commissioners shall be made by them in such 


Mr, Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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terms and in such form as the Treasury may 
prescribe, and these Reports, and all rules under 
previous sub-sections, shall be laid before 
Parliament as soon as may be after their 
making.” 

Jt was most unaccountable that no 
Report had been made from time to time, 
when the Committee had been told that 
£20,000,000 worth of estates had been 
sold. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Agreements for sale 
have been lodged. 


Mr. HEMPHILL: Well, agreements 
lodged; but, of course, the money had 
to be provided to pay for them. He had 
seen a Report, which was a_ perfect 
labyrinth of incomprehensible figures, 
and he did not see why the Chief Secre- 
tary or his predecessor, or the Attorney- 
General for Ireland, who were responsible, 
should not have insisted on intelligible 
Reports being made. The public were still 
in the dark as to'the proceedings of the 
Estates Commissioners. They were told 
that the Report would shortly be made 
and laid on the Table; but it was 
not at all satisfactory either to the Irish 
tenants, who were deeply interested in 
this question, or the Irish landlords, who 
were profoundly concerned, or the English 
taxpayers responsible for £112,000,000, 
that there should have been this laxity 
in carrying out this important Act. The 
consequence was that the preliminary 
arrangements even for carrying out of 
sales had been delayed for years. It was 
right that the strong light of the House 
of Commons should be brought to bear 
on the subject, for discussion on these 
Estimates was the only means afforded the 
public of seeing how far the intentions of 
the Legislature in regard to Irish Land 
Purchase were being carried out. He had 
been astonished to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite say that the restora- 
tion of the evicted tenants was regarded as 
a comparatively unimportant matter when 
the Bill was passing through the House. 
Why, it was one of the strongest objects 
the Irish Party had in view in giving 
consent to the Bill; and, during the 
discussions in Committee, it was most 
prominently brought forward. Yet 
they had it now that that part of the 
Act had been a complete failure. Only 
a few out of some thousands of evicted 
tenants had been restored to their farms 
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since 
trusted one of the effects of this debate 
would be to call the attention of those 
responsible to the laxity with which the 
Act had been earried out in regard to 
making regulations, making Reports, and 
facilitating the hearing of cases for land 
purchase so as to enable the objects of 
the Legislature to be accomplished. 


Mr. HAYDEN said he wished to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary on being able to 
make a speech on an Irish question after 
spending twenty-four hours in the 
country! Of course, the Itish Members 
were perfectly reasonable. They did not 
expect from the Chief Secretary, any 
more than from his predecessors, that 
he should be a complete master of the 
Irish situation or of Irish questions after 
a residence in Ireland of even a week. 
But by the time the week expired they 
expected that the present Chief Secretary, 
like so manv of his predecessors, would be 
able to speak in an authoritative style and 
to lecture hon. Members who had lived 
in Ireland all their lives and knew the 
facts of the situation in that country. 


One point which had been dealt with 
very elaborately by the hon. and learned 
Member for Longford, and to which the 
right lion. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
had devoted a considerable portion of his 
speech. was the publication of the regula- 
tious. He would not repeat the arguments 
already put forward; but he and his 
colleagues wanted it to be perfectly under- 
stood what they meant by regulations 
was not the legal interpretation of the 
exact word in an Act of Parliament, but 
the spirit of the promise made by the 
late Chief Secretary and the Attorney- 
General for Ireland when the Bill was 
voing through this House. That promise, 
so far as they understood it, was that the 
instructions in the past, and which were 
intended to guide in the future, should, 
without any quibbleas to words, be putinto 
regulations which were to be published at 
very short periods, Atany rate, that was 
the meaning attached, on those benches, 
to the promise of the Chief Secretary, and 
they regarded that promise as satisfactory. 
If there were to be any quibble with 
regard to the word ‘instructions ” then 
the pledge of the Chief Secretary would 
not be satisfactory. The Chief Secretary 


the Act became law; and he! 
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stated that there were two methods of 
publication; one in the Gazette, and the 
other by laying the documents on the 
Table of the House. It was strictly in 
accordance with the promise given when 
the Bill was passirg through Committee 
that the regulations should be laid before 
the House; the principal reason given 
being that Members should be in a 
position to criticise the action of the 
Government and the Estates Commis- 
sioners. Therefore, all such  regula- 
tions should be circulated among Mem- 
bers of the House. It should, however, 
be recollected that for six months of the 
year the House of Commons was not in 
session, and that during that interval 
the regulations should be issued to hon. 
Members not only in their capacity as 
Members of the House, but also as 
citizens of the country. Therefore, they 
would commend to the Chief Secretary 
this double method of publication, and 
he trusted the suggestion would receive 
the attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 


As regarded the matter mentioned by 
the hon. Member for Mid-Armagh, it was 
really too absurd for anything that the 
Estates Commissioners should be indicted 
on such grounds. The facts were laid 
before the House last week by the 
Attorney-General, who was not alleged 
to be over-friendly to the Estates 
Commissioners, and they went to show 


_ that the statements of the hon. Gentle- 


man were totally inaccurate. They 
were founded on articles published in the 
Irish Times which had been repudiated. 
The plain object of the hon. Member for 
Mid-Armagh, as he stated in a supple- 
mentary Question, was to bring odium on 
one of the Estates Commissioners, namely, 
Mr. Finucane. 


Mr. LONSDALE said he did not 
mention any Commissioner’s name in his 
Question. He only wanted to know to 
what extent the power of the United 
Trish League was being allowed to pre- 
vail. 

Mr. HAYDEN said he would return to 
the proceedings of last week. It trans- 
pired from a remark from the Irish 
Benches that the particular Commis- 
sioner was Mr. Wrench. Then the hon. 
Gentleman stated that he did not state 
that it was Mr. Wrench, but Mr. Finu- 
cane. 
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Mr. LONSDALE s.id he did not 
mention Mr. Finucane’s name in his 
Question, 


Mr. HAYDEN said the hon, Gentle- 
man did not mention Mr. Finucane’s 
name in his Question; but he did state 
when Mr. Wrench’s name was mentioned 
that he was referring to Mr. Finucane. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Hear, hear! 


Mr. HAYDEN said that the hon. 
Gentleman repeated it now. They were 
endeavouring to elicit from the Attorney- 
General the name of the particular Com- 
missioner who actually signed the agree- 
ment for the scheme for the distribution 
of this estate. They did not succeed in 
getting the name; and it was then they 
mentioned that they knew it was Mr. 
Wrench, the landed representative on the 
Estates Commissioners, that was con- 
cerned. It was, as the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone stated, another bad shot 
from the Orange gang. They fired ona 
previous occasion on Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell and brought down the late 
Chief Secretary. They now fired at 
Mr. Finucane, and had very nearly 
brought down Mr. Wrench. What was 
the tremendous crime about this Maher 
Estate? It was almost a farm—210 
acres; and one of the charges was that 
the United Irish League of Rochifort- 
bridge exercised a certain amount of 
pressure as to the distribution of this 
land. What curse was there in that ? 
The United Irish League consisted 
practicall, of the people of the district, 
and if they were to exclude from all 
administration in connection with the 
Act the United Irish League, they 
would exclude the majority of the 
representatives of the country, most 
of the clergymen, and all the repre- 
sentatives of local boards all over 
the country. What would then be left ¢ 
There would onlv be left the Orangemen, 
which would be a highly satisfactory 
thing for the five or six unofficial Mem- 
bers from Ulster on the opposite side. 
That would be very satisfactory to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but would it help 
to settle the land question? On the 
contrary, the Irish land question and 
the Irish question would be more burn- 
ing than they were even in the most 
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revolutionary days of the Irish agitation, 
and would create such a@ state of things 
as might prevent the present (:overn- 
ment from carrying out their intention 
of effecting economies which would re- 
imburse the British Treasury for the 
bonus. 


Now as to the distribution of the lands 
of the Maher Estate, the hon. Member 
for Mid-Armagh stated that one man 
got sixteen acres out of 210 © although he 
was @ labourer.” This, from an jion. 
Gentleman who posed before his con- 
stituents as a friend of the ]abourer- 


Mr. LONSDALE said the hon. Gentle- 
man should not misinterpret him. He 
said the labourer was a prominent official 
ot the United Irish League. 


Mr. HAYDEN said he had no inten- 
tion of misinterpreting the hon, Gentle- 
man; but he intended to quote correctly 
the words of the hon. Gentleman. The 
hon. Gentleman’s remark was that al- 
though this particular man was a 
labourer he was allotted a plot of land. 
What stigma was to be put on a labourer 
who succeeded in graduating on to the 
small farmmg class? Would the hon. 
Gentleman repeat such a declaration to 
the labourers in his constituency ? If 
the hon. Gentleman did, the result which 
he thought would happen at the next 
election would be absolutely assured. 
The fact in connection with the Maher 
Kstate was that there was a large number 
of applicants. The United lish League 
sent in about fifty names of applicants ; 
but they did not expect they would ail 
receive plots, because in that case the 
farms would only amount to about 
four acres each. ‘he hon. Gentleman 
stated that the parish priest and the 
Labour League sent in lists, He hiinself 
lived within five miles of the estate; 
and he knew the facts better than the 
paid writers who were sent down irom 
Dublin to give food for speeches in this 
House. He knew all the applicants; 
and they were all fit and proper persons 
to get small plots. ‘What was really 
proved was that there was not land 
enough to go round, aud also that there 
Was a necessity on the part of the Estates 
Commissioners in that district and in 
other districts to acquire more untenanted 
land ior the purposes of division. There 
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was not a shadow of truth in the story 
of the supposed coachman, except that 
for a short while a small farmer of the 
district acted as coachman in charge of 
the single horse kept for the parish priest 
and subsequently for the Bishop. That 


man’s name was in the list sent in by the | 


parish priest, the list which the hon. 
(Gentleman complained was not accepted. 

The Question asked by the hon. Member 
for North Dublin, though he thought the 
Chief Secretary had misunderstood it, 
was whether in practice the Estates Com- 
missioners treated estates in the exact 
order in which they were sent into them, 
or whether they had power, and, if so, 
whether it was their practice, to treat an 
estate according to what they considered 
itsurgency. It was perfectly well known 
that the condition of some estates was 
far more urgent than that of others. 
Tiuat was particularly so with regard to 
estates in the West. This House had now 
been discussing for some years what was 
known as the Connaught problem and its 
solution, and while that problem existed, 
toa peculiar degree, in the West of Ire- 
land, it was also to be found in a greater 
or less degree in almost every county in 
the country. It was the condition of 
estates of this class which caused the 
land war in Ireland, and it was the con- 
dition of these estates in the West and 
other parts that made legislation by this 
House an imperative necessity. When 
the Land Purchase Bill was being framed, 
and it was doubtful whether a bonus 
would be granted in connection with it, 
the members of the Irish Government, 
who were anxious to obtain the bonus, 
invited the then Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to visit Ireland. They did not 
take the right hon. Gentleman through 
the rich lands of Meath, Westmeath, and 
Kildare, but through the county Ros- 
common, and from there on a motor tour 
through the poverty-stricken districts of 
the West. That was to show the urgent 
character of the problem sought to be 
solved. It was because they were able 
to bring the urgent and pressing character 
of that problem before the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that they were able to 
give the bonus of £12,000,000 to the land- 
lords, and that the Government were able, 
with the approval of both sides of the 
House, to carry the financial provisions 
of the Bill They now found from the 
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Return presented to the House that morn- 
ing, that of the money spent in Ireland 
upon land purchase £250,000 only was 
spent in the province of Connaught and 
£2.000,000 in Leinster, where the land 
question was of quite a different character 
to that of the West of Ireland. A quarter 
o' a million only was spent in a district 
where every day an agitation might arise 
unless the land question was settled, and 
he thought, therefore, they had good 
reason to express disappointment. It 
was not a proper policy to pursue, he 
thought, to take estates in the exact order 
in which they came before the Commis- 
sioners, because one landlord of Leinster, 
by putting his estate in, might cripple 
the resources of the Commissioners and 
make it impossible for them, for perhaps 
a full year, to touch the problem of con- 
gestion and assist in settling the country. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would look 
up the debates which took place when 
the Land Purchase Bill was before the 
House he would find that the chief incen- 
tive for passing the Act was that it would 
once and for all settle the Irish land 
question. That could not be done 
so long as the poverty - stricken 
districts of the West, which always 
provided so rich a field for the agitator 
against whom the Government inveighed 
so much, were not dealt with till last. 
If the Chief Secretary studied the debates 
he would find the two things emphasised 
by his predecessor and the Prime Minister 
were that the Bill would deal directly and 
satisfactorily with the problems of the 
congested districts and the evicted ten- 
ants. It was not the idea to benefit rich 
and well-to-do farmers, but to settle the 
land question, and that could not be 
settled unless they grappled at once, and 
in a satisfactory manner, with the thing 
which, above all others, had made this 
question an urgent and a burning one, 
namely, the condition of the congestion 
in the West of Ireland and the con- 
sequent depopulation. . 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said he hoped the Chief Secretary would 
not go away under the impression that 
the majority of Inshmen thought that 
the Land Purchase Act not 
suecess, On the contrary, it had been 
almost too successful. If anything went to 


was a 
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hinder its success it was that the amount | 
of money granted at the present time for | 
the purpose of carrying it out had been | 
exhausted. He trusted that when the Chief | 


Secretary had had time to thoroughly 
master the details of the land question 
in Ireland, he would see that the thing 
most necessary to be done was at all costs 
to provide sufficient money to enable the 
Act to be kept steadily flowing along. 
Up to the present time they had only 
£11,000,000 to meet the sales of estates, 
amounting to betweer £20,000,000 and 
£30,000,000, in regard to which agree- 
ments had been made and lodged. Now 
the House would understand that if 
once the landlords and the tenants got it 
into their heads that after coming to an 
agreement a space of time amounting 
to perhaps two or three years must 
elapse before the sale and purchase could 
be completed, the inevitable result would 
be that the landlords would become more 
unwillingly to sell and the tenants to 
buy. Therefore he hoped that the ob- 
jection raised by the Treasury that some 
extraordinary effect would be caused on 
the money market if more than £5,000,000 
a year were granted for this purpose 
would be speedily dispelled. He was glad 
the Chief Secretary had stated what 
he considered was the proper policy 
to be pursued with regard to the Land 
Act. The first object of the Act was 
to transfer as much land as possible 
from landlords to tenants, and anything 
which hindered that operation would be 
fatal to the settlement of the land ques- 
tion. Hon. Members opposite had argued 
that because the farmers in Ulster were 
prosperous and contented, the cases of 
farmers in Connaught, whose lot was 
considered to be less happy, ought to be 
taken first. Such a course would be grossly 
unfair and would be inimical to the work- 
ing of the Act. During the passage of the 
Bill it was freely stated that it would 
never work in Ulster, because the land- 
lords were receiving their rents so regu- 
larly that they would have no inducement 
to sell. That, he was glad to say, had not 
proved to be the case. Landlords in 
Ulster, recognising that the land question 
must be settled, had been amongst the 
first to show their willingness to sell, and 
if more land had been sold in Ulster than 
in Connaught it redounded to the credit 
of the Ulster landlords and tenants. 


Mr. Charles Craig. 
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A great deal had been said about the 
evicted tenants. Hon. Members opposite 
would almost have the Committee believe 
that upon the reinstatement of the evicted 
tenants depended the settlement of the 
whole land question in Ireland. The 
position taken up by the Ulster Members 
while the Land Act was under discussion 
was clear. They had never admitted 
that the evicted tenants ought to 
have any special advantage over other 
people, but they had said that if means 
could be devised for reinstating the 
evicted tenants without injuring the 
persons in occupation of their former 
holdings they would be very glad if it 
could be brought about. They did 
not raise any objection to the clauses 
or conditions relating to the evicted 
tenants in the Act, and they would be 
very glad to see them back on their 
farms if it could be arranged. But to 
lay it down that the evicted tenants 
should be attended to and their cases 
dealt with in front of all others would be 
most unfair to people in other parts of 
the country. 

With reference to the Maher Estate, 
what his hon. friend the Member for Mid- 
Armagh objected to was the fact that the 
list prepared by the two people—the seller 
of the estate and the parish priest—-who 
were probably better able than anybody 
else to judge who should benefit by the re- 
parcelling of the estate, had been set aside 
at the instance o f the United Irish League. 
The objection was that the Estates Com- 
missioners seemed to have allowed them- 
selves to be influenced against their better 
judgment by the United Irish League. 
Another point was that he did not think 
it was ever intended by the Act that in 
the case of the uneconomic holdings that 
appeared to have existed around that 
estate the owners of those small holdings 
should be put on one side in favour of 
the variety of persons whom his hon. 
friend had enumerated. From the list 
read out by his hon. friend it was quite 
clear that the land had been given to a 
number of villagers who had previously 
not been farmers at all instead of to those 
who were already farmers, but whose 
farms were too small. The Act did not 
intend that. It did not intend to turn 
dwellers in towns into farmers, but it 
intended, where an uneconomic holding 
existed, to enlarge it to such an extent 
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that it would be economic. 
question of the United Irish League which 
prompted his hon. friend to bring up that 
case, and that interference of the United 
Irish League he believed to be the inter- 
ference of an iniquitous and most immoral 
association. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : 


good a character as you have. 


It has as 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG, continuing, 
said he was not going to blow his own 
trumpet, but the character of the United 
Irish League was patent to all as that 


It was the | 
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thus rendering a large farm utterly 
useless for the only purpose for which 
it could be used, namely, for grazing— 


and in the other case 500 yards had been 


| brought about by the 


pulled down. That action must have 
been prompted and to a large extent 
United Irish 
League, and if that was so, he felt that 


'every Member of the House who was not 


of an iniquitous and immoral body. | 


In county Galway the League was at 
present acting an iniquitous and immoral 
part. 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER : 


not suppress it ? 


Why 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he cer- 
tainly would suppress it if he had the 
power. Some days ago he asked two Ques- 
tions on the subject, which were treated 
with a want of seriousness which did 
not speak well for the intentions of the 
Irish Government. The League had 
been bringing pressure to bear on a 
vast number of individuals in Galway 
and the surrounding districts to get 
them to surrender grass lands for the 


purpose of enlarging what they con- 
sidered to be uneconomic holdings. 


It would no doubt be most desirable 
that the uneconomic holdings should be 
made economic, but that the possessors of 
those grass lands should be forced to give 
them up for that purpose was contrary 


a Nationalist Member—and probably 
some of the Nationalists if they would 
only say so—would say that such 
action was most immoral and should 
be put down with a strong hand. He 
hoped the new Chief Secretary would 
make it clear that such lawlessness 


,as existed at present in Galway would 
not be allowed to continue. °, 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.)*said he 
desired to congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman upon the new post to which 
he had just succeeded, and he trusted 
that he would take such a course in 
reference to Irish affairs as would allow 
him to give him what assistance he could. 
He wished to urge upon the right hon. 


_Gentleman the necessity of providing 


to all the laws which ought to rule in| 


a civilised country. He had recently 
asked the Attorney-Géneral whether for 
the purpose of coercing the owners of 
those grazing farms into giving them up, 
large quantities, amounting in one case 
to 650 vards, of walls surrounding those 
holdings were wantonly pulled down. 
Any person, he thought, would under- 
stand the gravity of that offence. It 
was quite a new method of coercion, but 
if it was not dealt with at once and 


strongly by the Executive Government, | 


it would no doubt before long be common. 


He brought before the House two cases | 
in which that had been done—one in| 


better facilities for the work of the 
Estates Commissioners by easing the 
money difficulty. The question had 
been gone into, and they had had a state- 
ment of the facts. From the moment 
he heard of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
appointment he had entertained some 
hopes that the new Chief Secretary 
was the statesman marked out to deal 
with the money part of that problem. 
Under the purchase scheme of the Metro- 
politan Water Board over £40,000,000 
had been applied for, and at first it was 
feared that the raising of this immense 
sum would cause inconvenience in the 
money market. This, however, had not 
turned out to be the case, and this great 
transaction went through as easily as 
any great financial transaction ever 
went through in the history of this 
country, and upon that he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite was to 
be congratulated. He thought some 
steps of a similar kind might be 
taken in connection with the work 
of the Estates Commissioners. The 
right hon. Gentleman in his scheme put 
such an attractive bait before the London 
water companies that they were induced 


which 650 yards of wall were pulled down, ‘to take a large part of their purchase 
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money in stock, and he did three ‘things 
to bring about this desirable result. In 
the first place he found out exactly what 
the stock was worth. He then ascer- 
tained what would be the cost of launch- 
ing it on the money market, and he offered 
a portion of it to the vendors if they 
would take the water stock and not 
require the raising of the money. Thus 
the vendors were saved the expense and 
trouble of reinvesting their capital. He 
wished to know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman had made any inquiries as to 
whether any scheme of that kind could 
be adopted to help forward the sale of 
estates under the Land Act? The effect 
in the case of the water stock in London 
was that the price went up and the value 
of the stock was increased. Why could 
a similar scheme not be devised under 
which Irish landlords would be inclined 
to accept land stock instead of cash ¢ 
It would, he said, be a great discredit if 
the Purchase Act, the greatest movement 
of English statesmanship since the Union, 
was seriously clogged for want of every 
assistance that sound finance could give. 


Mr. WOOD (Down, E.) said it was a 
remarkable thing that these charges 
should have been made against the Estate 
Commissioners, having regard to the 
fact that the inspector sent out was a 
supporter of hon. Members opposite. 
As for the Galway Estate, that was 
placed under an absolute order for sale 
in 1887 and up to the present time no 
sale had taken place. He understood that 
Lord Ashbourne was desirous of purchas- 
ing the estate. That accounted for some 
of the agitation in Galway, and if the 
same thing took place in county Down 
he should not be surprised at the same 
exhibition of feeling. He wanted some 
information as to the number of sales 
which had taken place under Section 26 
of the Act of 1903. That was the section 
under which estates vested in the Lord 
Chancellor were dealt with. He wished 
to know how many of those estates had 
been disposed of and the terms upon 
which those sales had taken place. 
He was told that the highest prices had 
been demanded by the Lord Chancellor 
and that there had been no «ale under 
the section he had referred to. As to 
Section 5 of the Act, which stipulated that 
certain farms might be sold where the 


Mr. Lough. 


{ Estates Commissioners considered that 


the prices for the estates which were 


_ agreed to be sold were fair and reasonable 


having regard to the circumstances, he 
wanted to know if any construction had 
been placed on that section by the Land 
Judge or the Estates Commissioners, 
Was it only the landlord’s interest that 
was to be taken into consideration in 
relation to the question of security, or 
was it the combined security of the land- 
lord and the tenant ? He desired to get 
answers on these questions from the 
right hon. Gentleman, because it was 
utterly impossible to deal in detail with 


‘the work of the Commissioners in the 


absence of the Report, which should have 
been placed before the House long ago. 
He listened with some satisfaction to the 
reply of the Chief Secretary. He thought 
the Treasury ought to have given in- 
structions in Regard to the Report long 
before February 27th. The Treasury 
had been guilty of laches and neglect. 
What had the Secretary of the Treasury 
been doing? He had been careless in 
allowing this matter to remain over until 
the end of February. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) said that in the 
course of this discussion the fact had 
been strongly borne in upon his mind 
that, after all, the letter of the law was 
comparatively a small thing when con- 
trasted with the spirit in which the law 
was administered. They might have, on 
the one hand, a law that had many short- 
comings, that might fal! far short of 
their ideal, and yet, if it was administered 
in a strong, broad, and sympathetic 
spirit, they might do much. On the other 
hand, they might have a law theoretically 
perfect on paper, a law which might 
have secured the enthusiastic assent of 
every Member of the House, and yet, if 
they entrusted the administration to 
a set of hide-bound officials on the one 
side, or a set of covert enemies on the 
other, all their labour and trouble might 
go for nothing; their best intentio.s 
would be frustrated and come to naught. 
When speaking of good intentions from 
these benches, might he address a 
perhaps not unfriendly warning to the 
right hon. Gentleman who lad succeeded 
to the thorny and difficult position of 
Chief Secretary for Ireland ? They might 
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remind him that the way to Dublin 
Castle, like the way to a certain other 
place, was only too often paved with 
good intentions; and that any man who 
wanted to rule Ireland, and who sub- 
mitted to the restrictions of Dublin 
Castle red tape, was a man foredoomed 
to failure, no matter how good and 
excellent his motives might be. 


He felt, in common with the rest of his 
colleagues, that he was suffering under a 
serious grievance. It was absolutely 
impossible to make much of a contribution 
to a discussion for which no official 
information was forthcoming. He was 
sorry he could not agree with the Chief 
Secretary that this was a mere iis- 
apprehension on the part of the Irish 
representatives. He could assure the 
right hon, Gentleman that there was no 
misapprehension as to the effect of the 
non-production of the official Report. It 
was not a question of misapprehension, 
it was a question of design. It was 
part and parcel of a well - established 
Dublin Castle dodge for deliberately 
delaying vital and most important facts 
and figures until too late for use in 
debating Irish affairs. In that way 
the Government not only mystified 
and befogged the House, but obstructed 
Members from Ireland in the performance 
of their duties. A promise was made 
from the front Ministerial Bench that 
the Report would be produced in reason- 
able time, and he regretted that efforts 
should be made to belittle the serious- 
ness of that promise by all sorts of 
quibbling and hair-splitting. It was a 
promise that ought to have held good 
among gentlemen no matter what their 
political differences might be--a_pro- 
mise the breach of which was not only 
a political default, but something like 
an infraction of the personal courtesy 
between the two sides of the House. 


Tne defects of the Land Purchase Act 
were due, primarily, to the assumption 
of the overwhelming majority of the 
Members of this House that the one 
body of men in the whole of the British 
Empire whose warnings could be dis- 
regarded in the management of Irish 
aflairs were the men who were locally 
and constitutionally elected as Mgmbers 
of Parliament to represent the opinions 
of the people of Ireland. Ii Parliament, 





Departments Estimates. 530 


in dealing with the most true-blue county 
in England, say Kent, were to dis- 
regard the opinions of the representatives 
of the county, the county councils, and 
the district councils, in a very short 
time the county would be Radical to the 
backbone, instead of Tory, as it was to-day. 
They had to complain of the spirit 
which had permeated the working of 
the Act. It had been made a reproach 
in English quarters against the Irish 
Party that they had had some differences 
amongst themselves as to the methods 
of working the Act. In this it seemed 
to him that Englishmen had been unfair 
and inconsistent, because if Irishmen 
had a few differences, not very serious 
or deep-rooted, they were told that they 
were a pack of quarrelsome Celts, but 
if they had not the slightest difference 
of opinion such as might arise amongst 
a body of intelligent men, then they 
were told that they were a pack of Irish 
slaves, controlled by the tyrant hands 
of the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford. Whatever differences there 
had been about this Act, what were they 
compared with the spirit shown on the 
benches opposite, and even on the judicial 
benches ? One of the greatest troubles 
they had had to deal with in connection 
with the working of the Land Act was 
that, on the very eve of the Second 
Reading, the Solicitor-General for Eng- 
land went down to the country and at 
a public meeting sneered at the Land 
Purchase Bill, and said that he was only« 
going to vote for the Second Reading 
as a matter of form, and that the Irish 
land legislation for the past twenty 
years was a scandal and a disgrace to 
civilisation. That was a very sinister 
remark to make. It gave to the Judges 
in the Land Courts, and to every man 
having the administration of the Act in 
his hands, the straight tip that if they 
took a line against the tenants, and did 
all they could for the landlords, they 
would be doing a thing heartily approved 
of by a very strong and powerful section 
of the present Government. 


He greatly regretted that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid-Armagh and the select little 
band of his friends should try to import 
bad blood into the discussion of Irish 
affairs. That hon. Member had said much 
about land sales in Westmeath of which 
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he did not approve, and though the hon. 
Member in his own constituency, in view 
of the next general election, posed as 
the champion of the agricultural labourer, 
he tried to bar out the agricultural 
labourers in Westmeath from getting 
any scrap of benefit out of the Land 
Purchase Act. The hon. Member had 
also complained of the intervention of 
the United Irish League in land sales. 
He could only say that his grievance 
against a large proportion of the 
tenants was that they had purchased 
under the Act without sufficiently con- 
sulting the League, with the result that 
tens of thousands of pounds had been put 
into the pockets of the landlords more 
than}they should have got. A number 
of remarks had been made by Land 
Judges and Land Commissioners to the 
effect that the high prices paid for farms 
in many parts of Ireland were a proof 
that higher rents could have been paid. 
He defied anyone in or out of the House 
to produce a quotation from any English 
political economist, no matter what his 
politics might be, which went to show 
that the sale price, in Ireland, of land 
ever had been, or could be, a fair test of 
the rent which the owner might reason- 
ably ask a tenant to pay. The competi- 
tion for land, and the excessive price 
paid for land had been notorious, 
and he trusted that that would be taken 
into account in fixing prices under the 
Land Purchase Act. 


*Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.) 
said he wished to invite the Chief Secre- 
tary’s attention to some figures taken 
from the Return placed in Members’ hands 
only that day. He would take his own 
native county—Armagh—but the con- 
clusions deduced therefrom would 
probably be found applicable to the 
other counties in Ireland. Firstly, the 
purchase price was too extravagant. 
In the case of judicial rents fixed 
before 1896 (first-term rents) the 
number of years’ purchase was almost 
twenty-nine. In the case of second-term 
rents the number of years’ purchase 
varied from nearly twenty-six inside the 
zones to over twenty-seven and a half 
outside the zones. In the case of non- 
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judicial rents the price was over twenty- 
five years purchase. This was far too 
high. Another point was that in county 
Armagh the sales were all direct between 
landlord and tenant, without the inter- 
vention of the Estates Commissioners. 
This was a dangerous mode of procedure, 
and was accountable for the unduly in- 
flated prices which tenants in county 
Armagh had been cajoled or coerced into 
paying. As to the question of evicted 
tenants—there was a reference in the 
King’s Speech which promised the Land 
Act—and a final settlement of the land 
question would not be possible until the 
last of the evicted tenants had been rein- 
stated. Rent reductions were lamentably 
small and inadequate, considering the 
increased pressure of foreign competition 
and increased price of labour. Good 
swingeing reductions were the only way 
to beat down to their knees landlords 
like the Earl of Dartrey who demanded 
twenty-six years’ purchase. He also 
desired to direct the Chief Secretary’s 
attention to the definition of a congested 
estate in Section 6, Subsection 5, of the 
Act of 1903— 

“The expression ‘congested estate’ means 
an estate not less than half the area of which 
consists of holdings not exceeding five pounds 
in rateable value, or of mountain or bog land.” 
This definition would cover nearly the 
whole of South Armagh, where most of 
the land was mountain or bog land. 
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One word in conclusion. In the days 
of old Rome a new Praetor, on entering 
on his term of office, was wont to promul- 
gate by edict the various laws by which 
he proposed to govern. The Chief Secre- 
tary was assuming a new and important 
post. During his tenure of the Irish 
Secretaryship he might be content merely 
to marktime. But if he desired to finish 
the work which his predecessor had begun, 
then he would show unto him a yet more 
excellent way. Let him open a new leaf 
in his album and let him take up his pen 
and write quickly thereon these words, 
“Compulsory Sale and Purchase of Land 
(Ireland) Act.’? Let him not deceive 
himself. The one and only ultimate 
solution of the Irish Land Question was 
the introduction into future legislation of 
the element of compulsion, 
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Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon Herbert Henry 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

3rown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC(S Andrew’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Fortser, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt, Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150; 
(Division List No. 65 .) 


Noes, 224. 


AYES. 


Grey, Rt.Hon.Sir E (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJose phF.( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mac Veagh, Jeremiah 

M:Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan,Col John P. (Galway, N.) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.)¥ 


NOES, 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.Sir MichaelHicks 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, MajJ.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn C.R.(Northarts) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred({ Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Ure, Alexander 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halfax) & g 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Wood, James 

Young, Samuel 


Py 


THE AYES—Mr. 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
Patrick O’Brien 
Haviland Burke. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull. William James 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 
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Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.F.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charkes William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.JA.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, Rt.Hon.Sir JohnC.R. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport. William Bromley 
Davies,Sir Horatio D (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon.SirJ.(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss Bghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.( Warwick, S W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being half past Seven of the 
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Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 


| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col.W. 


Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis, William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Calmont, Colonel James 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 


| Marks, Harry Hananel 


Massey, Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell,RtHn Sir H E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) | 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


J 


| Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew) 
| Sinclair. Louis (Romford) 

| Smith,RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Stanley,Rt Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
| Stewart, Sir MarkJ. M’Taggart 


Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, Rt.Hn. J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton. Charles Ernest 


Tuff, Charles 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E( Notts.) 
| Wharton, Rt Hon John Lloyd 


Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoESs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


report Progress; to sit 


clock, the Chairman left the Chair to| again this evening. 
make his Report to the House. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


WOOLWICH BOROUGH COUNCIL BILL 
[By ORDER. | 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SUPPLY [2np ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Cumberland, 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6 (VOTE ON 
ACCOUNT). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £21,500,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, on account, 
for or towards defraying the Charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1906, viz. :— 
CIVIL SERVICES. 

Crass IIT. 


s 
Ireland :— 
Land Commission - - 70,000 
Cxass II. 
United Kingdom and 
England :— 

Colonial Office - - - 25,000 
Local Government Board - 86,000 
Cuass I. 

Royal Palaces - - - 26,000 
Osborne - - - - 7,000 

Royal Parks and Pleasure 

Gardens - - - - 43,000 
Houses of Parliament Build- 

ings - - - - 25,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Build- 

ings, Great Britain - - 33,000 
Art and Science Buildings, 

Great Britain - - - 15,000 
Diplomatic and Consular 

Buildings - - - - 54,000 
Revenue Buildings - = 200,000 
Public Delicengs, Great 

Britain - - 180,000 
Surveys of the United oo 

dom - - - - 90,000 
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Harbours under the Board of £ 
Trade - - - 8,000 
Peterhead Sichone - - 10,000 
Rates on Government Pro- 
perty - - 260,000 
Public Works ania Buildings. 
Ireland’ - - - - 110,000 
Railways, Ireland - - 35,000 
Cuass II. 
United Kingdom and Eng- 
land :— 
House of Lords Offices - - 7,000 
House of Commons Offices 15,000 
Treasury and Subordinate De- 
partments - - - 40,000 
Home Office - - - 66,000 
Foreign Office - - - 25,000 
Privy Council Office, ete. - 3,000 
Board of Trade - - - 85,000 
Mercantile Marine Services” - 30,000 
Bankruptcy Department of 
the Board ofTrade - - 3 
Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries - - - - . 55,000 
Charity Commission’ - - 15,000 
Civil Service Commission - 17,000 
Exchequer and Audit said 
ment - - 25,000 
Friendly Societies Rien - 3,000 
Lunacy Commission’ - - 5,000 
Mint (including Coinage) : 5 
National Debt Office — - - 6,000 
Public Record Office — - - 10,000 
Public Works aiiel Commis- 
sion - - 5 
Registrar-General’s Office - 17,000 
Stationery and Printing - 330,000 
Woods, Forests, etc., Office of 8,000 
Works and Public Buildings, 
Office of - - - 30,000 
Secret Service - - - 40,000 
Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland, Office 
of - - - - 25,000 
Fishery Board — - - - 5,000 
Lunacy Commission - - 3,000 
Registrar-General’s Office 2,000 
Local Government Board - 5,000 
Ireland :— 
Lord-Lieutenant’s Household 2,000 
Chief Secretary for Ireland - 12,000 
Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction- 80,000 
Charitable Donations and Be- 
quests Office - - - 1,000 
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£ | Universities and Colleges, £ 
Local Government Board - 27,000 Great Britain, and Inter- 
Public Record Office’ - - 2,000 mediate Education, Wales 60,000 
Public Works Office - - 17,000 a a 
Registrar-General’s Office — - 5,000 : ; ' 
Valuation and Boundary Sur- Public Education -  =- ~—- ~—-770,000 
vey - . . 2 - 6,000 National Gallery - - - 5,000 
Ireland :— 
Crass III. Public Education - - - 760,000 
United Kingdom and Eng- Endowed Schools Commis- 
land :— : a ‘ - - - 400 
. Ne ti t 2 = = oe. ( 
Law Charges - - 40,000 Ou ce — : 2 oe 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses _—28,000 ” 
Supreme Court of Judicature- 140,000 Cuass V. 
Land Registry - -  - 18.000 pjinlomatic and Consular Ser- 
County Courts” - - 2,000 win : h : - 950.000 
Police, England and Wales - 13,000 (Colonial Services - : 595.000 
Prisons, England and the _— Telegraph Subsidies and es 
olonies - ¥ - ON; fic Cable - - - - 35,000 
Reformatory aa Industrial them ie AS = 
) An yprus (Grant in Aid) - 15,000 
Schools, Great Britain 130,000 YE ( ) 
Broadmoor saseneres Lunatic Ciass VI. 
Asylum - : - 12,000 Superannuation and Retired 
Scotland :— Allowances - - 300,000 
Law Charges and Courts of ae . Fund Pen- 1.500 
Law - i 7 30,000 Miscellaneous Charitable and " 
Register House, Edinburgh - 15,000 pecan ana 1.000 
Crofters’ Commission, Scot- H Is " C I . 
head i : i : 2,000 — s an 1arities, Ire- a 
mone, Seenane : : Sanna Banke il Fuiendly ia 
a Societies Deficiencies- —- — 
Law Charges and Criminal Crass VII. 
: soa a tJ i ny 33,000 Temporary Commissions 20,000 
sie og insane ¥ oS Miscellaneous Expenses - 14,587 
visnttng me tage Spee 43.000 Repayments to the Local 
s a eas ss ; soe Loans Fund - - - — 
Vounty a eee — ; 45,000 Ireland Development Grant - 100,000 
Dublin Metropolitan Police 60,000 y : : . 
ete R Visit of Their Royal High- 
Royal Irish Constabulary - 600,000 aseiec tn Pian anit Bea. 
Prisons, Ireland - . 54,000 onan of Wales te tela , ws 
Reformatory and Industrial icin Ueeee 
Schools ae - > 59,000 Total for Civil Services £14,070,000 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum - - -  - — 3,500 REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Ciass IV. £ 
ar - * Customs - - - 350,000 
United Kingdom and a ae A - 830,000 
England :— Post Office - - - — - 3,800,000 
Board of Education — - - 7,000,000 Post Office Packet Service - 250,000 
British Museum - - 70,000 Post Office Telegraphs - - 2,200,000 
National Gallery 10,000 ——— - 
National Portrait Gallery 3,000 Total for Revenue De- 
Wallace Collection : - 3,000 partments - -£7,430,000 
Scientific Investigation, etc., ——— 
United Kingdom - - 24,000 Grand Total - £21,500,000 
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Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) said | 
he desired to call attention to the want. 
of education among the children of the | 


Tamil coolies who worked on the tea 
estates in Ceylon. The Tamil coolies 
were those who came across the sea from 
Madras and other parts of Southern 
India and who settled down to work on 
the plantations of Ceylon, and for their 
children so slight a provision was made 
in the way of education that it could 
be left altogether without recognition. 
The whole state of education among 
the population was neither flattering to 
our rule nor very encouraging. Accord- 
ing to the census of 1901, the population 
of Ceylon was 3,500,000, and of the 
number only 750,000 were able to read 
or write, the rest were without any 
education. So far as the children were 
concerned, of the Ceylonese three-fifths 
had education and two-fifths had none ; 
the children of the Tamil coolies were 
even more neglected. They numbered 
roughly some 90,000 or 100,000, and of 
those only one in fifty received any edu- 
cation at all. Such a state of things did 
not redound to the credit of the tea- 
planter, or, this being a Crown Colony, to 
our institutions. Two years previously 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
tor West Birmingham, when Colonial 
Secretary, had been good enough to refer 
this question of the education of the 
children to a Committee then sitting 
upon the incidence of taxation and 
education cess, and he believed a Report 
was made by every member of that 
UVommittee with regard to the educa- 
tion of the coolie children of Ceylon. 
That Report had never been given to 
the House. They now found quite 
recently that a new Committee had 
been established by Sir Henry Blake, the 
new Governor of Ceylon, for the purpose 
of examining this question. He desired 
to know the reason for appointing that 
Committee, because it was generally 
acknowledged by those who understood 
these matters that the appointment of 
a@ Committee was only another means 
for delay. He believed, however, from 
the reply that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary had made to a 


Question upon this subject, that this | 


Committee was for a benevolent object, 
and was to take into consideration 
the recommendations of the Committee 
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which sat upon the incidence of 
taxation and education cess and to 
establish a system of education in Ceylon 
for these children. If that was so, he 
should be highly delighted and could 
only congratulate the right hon. Gentle- 
man upon commencing his official duties 
by such an act of real civilisation to this 
colony. 


There were some Tea Estates Com- 
panies who felt they owed a duty 
to the children on their estates, and 
they had established schools which 
had been successful in obtaining grants 
from the Government, but there were 
only forty-three of those schools among 
1,857 estates. The experience of the 
education obtained in those _ schools 
was of the greatest value to the Com 
mittee, a great many owners of estates 
expressing the opinion that the children 
on their estates, owing to the education 
they received, were a great deal more 
intelligent than before, that they were 
able to check the accounts of their families 
and thus keep a check upon the money- 
lenders, who were a great evil so far 
as the coolies were concerned in Ceylon. 
That established the position that educa- 
tion was not only in the interests of the 
children, but of the planters also, because 
it gave them intelligent workmen. Mr. 
J. Harwood, the Director of Public In- 
struction in Ceylon, had not a great 
opinion of the estates schools, and said— 

“Tt was not unfair to say that there was 
hardly any proper educational provision for 
the children of the Tamil estate coolies.” 


and further 

“That no planter would deny that many 
children go out as pluckers at an age when they 
would be more appropriately going to school.” 


In conclusion, Mr. Harwood said that 
these children— 


“should have some instruction of a simple 
and elementary nature.” 


Referring to the questionof age, he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would take 
that question into consideration. These 
children of tender years were taken out 
into the fields and exposed for ten or 
twelve hours in all weathers, for there 
was not always sunshine in Ceylon, and 
he thought there should be some limita- 
tion to the time at which they should 
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be at work. Mr. 
was that— 

“ The real solution of the question seems to 
be in the establishment of a special class of 
school for the estate coolies with a syllabus 
framed to meet the real wants of these children. 
The extension of schools of a similar type 
through the more backward parts of the rural 
districts of Ceylon would be a wise measure.” 

Mr. Kingsford, Chairman of the Planters 
Association of Ceylon, on the other hand, 
rather threw cold water upon that scheme 
and said— 

“T would advocate an extension on a more 
liberal scale of the present Government grants.” 

Unfortunately a rumour had reached 
him that the Director of Public Instruc- 
tion there proposed to reduce the grants 


made by the Government. He hoped 
that that was not the case. Nobody 
proposed to give these children an 


elaborate education comprising algebra, 
trigonometry, and so forth; all they 
wanted to teach them was a little writ- 
ing, reading, and arithmetic in their own 
vernacular. Two or three hours a day 
would be quite sufficient, and nobody 
suggested that these children should 
spend the whole day in school. Another 
idea which had struck a great many was 
that for the purposes of the schools the 
estates should be grouped together so 
that a school might be founded for the 
children of, say, four or five estates. He 
did not think the cost of such schools 
as he suggested would be alarming, 
seeing that a schoolmaster could be 
obtained for twenty rupees a month, 
and though the planters themselves were 
not very enthusiastic on the subject 
of education, he thought, if they only 
fell into line, they would in the end be 
glad to see, as some already did, the bene- 
fits of education extended to those whom 
they employed. The Times of Ceylon 
stated— 

* We have little doubt that primary education 
for the Tamil children on the estates would 


create a more intelligent class, more free from 
crime than their more ignorant fathers.” 


of the Government Council, Ceylon, said 


“The primary duty lies with the estate 
proprietors, with the directors and chairmen 
of Tea Companies. If this duty be neglected 
for long I can only say I shall feel bound to ad- 
vocate compulsion.” 

He himself held a certain number of tea 
shares, and was also connected with some 


Mr. Schwann. 
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Harwood’s opinion | estates in Ceylon, and was therefore able,. 
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as well as willing, to contribute his share 


towards promoting the welfare of the 
children. The right hon. Gentleman 
had already shown his interest in this. 
question, and he hoped they would very 


shortly see a simple, cheap, and effective 


system of education introduced in Ceylon. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
had already about a fortnight since 
directed the right hon. Gentleman’s atten- 


‘tion to the treatment of British ships 


trading with the Marshall Islands, but 
the replies not being entirely satisfactory 


‘he was entitled to mention the subject 


trading with the group of 


The hon. Sir James Ferguson, a member | !?0m outrageous treatment ; 


again. The Commonwealth Government 
had made a strong protest to the Home 
Government against the outrageous 
treatment accorded to British ships 
trading between the Colonies and those 
islands which belonged to Germany. 
What were the facts? A Sydney firm 
intended to establish a line of steamers 
between Sydney and the Marshall Islands, 
but, before doing so, they approached the 
German authorities, who assured them 
that they would come in under the most- 
favoured-nation terms. On the arrival 
at the Marshall Islands of the first ship 
they were charged a licence fee at the 
rate of £2,700 per annum for the privi- 


lege of trading. ‘Two voyages were 
made, both of which were  neces- 


sarily unsuccessful, but at the urgent 
request of the native chiefs it was de- 
cided to make a third trip in the hope 
that the authorities would make some 
concession. On arrival, however, the 
captain of the ship was told the fees were 
doubled, and a trading fee at the rate 
of £5,400 per annum was levied. When 
the ship returned to Sydney and the 
facts became known considerable excite- 
ment arose in the harbour, culminating 
in the strong protest that was sent by the 
Commonwealth Government to the Home 
Government. A great deal was said 
now-a-days about protecting our trade 
here was a 
case in which the Government could 
apply their policy of retaliation without 
any delay longer than that of obtaining 
the assent of Parliament, which would 
be freely given. Let them consider the 
difference in treatment accdrded to 
German and other nationalities when 
islands 
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under British control; ships of any 
nation could go and trade on payment 
of a fee of £100 a year! What was the 
nature of the protest of the Common- 
wealth Government, and werethe Imperial 
Government discussing this question 
with Germany ? because it was not a 
question which would brook much delay. 
He would like to know also whether the 


right bon. Gentleman would publish 
Papers. He hoped the Government 


would not tamely submit to this out- 
rageous interference with our trade, 
and that if satisfaction was not accorded 
by Germany they would devise some 
means of retaliation. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) asked 
for information as to the issue of the first 
instalment of the £30,000,000 Transvaal 
loan. The answer given by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer as to the willing- 
ness of the guarantors to fulfil their 
obligations was entirely borne out by the 
correspondence. The Government had 
made the proposition for this £30,000,000 
loan with an utter disregard to the one 
consideration they ought to bear in mind 
in all transactions of this kind. The 
arrangement the late Colonial Secretary 
made with the guarantors for the loan 
excluded all possibility of a sinking fund. 
A sinking fund was to be provided 
for the £35,000,000 loan which the 
late Colonial Secretary said was part of 
the agreement whereby this country 
was to guarantee the £30,000,000, and 
that fact ought to be kept in the fore- 
front. The present Colonial Secretary, 
wiser than his predecessor, said a sinking 
fund must be provided for the £30,000,000 
loan also, and the guarantors then asked 
for further particulars. So far as he could 
discover, all negotiations had since then 
been suspended with the guarantors, and 
he asked, Why this delay? Why had 
the right hon. Gentleman allowed fifteen 
months to elapse without taking action 
inthe matter. In his letter of December 
4th, 1903, to Messrs. Wernher Beit & 
Company, the Colonial Secretary stated— 

* The necessary legal provisions for raising 
the loan had been embodied in a draft Ordinance 
which was forwarded some time ago to the 
Governor of the Transvaal, and which will be 
submitted in due course to the Legislative 


Council of the Colony, but an important point 
in connection with the Ordinance remains un- 
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settled, namely, the question of a sinking 
fund.” 


Had anything been done since De- 
cember, 1903, to get the assent of the 
Legislative Council of the Transvaal 
to the issue of this loan? The matter 
was in a most extraordinary position, 
and the Committee ought to have some 
definite and detailed statement from the 
Colonial Secretary as to how the whole 
matter stood. The first instalment was 
to have been paid some fifteen months 
ago, but there was no immediate prospect 
of the promise being fulfilled. Quite 
recently Lord Milner had stated that 
the finances of the Transvaal were in a 
very rosy condition, but it was only a 
few weeks back that the Colonial Secre- 
tary said that they were not sufficient 
to meet the sinking fund and interest 
for this first instalment of the loan. 
He thought, however, that, having re- 
gard to the contribution from the mines 
under the new system, the right hon. 
Gentleman would find, if he looked into 
the matter for the coming year, that the 
finances of the Transvaal would be 
sufficient to meet the sinking fund and 
interest. Moreover, the money market 
was in a condition favourable to the 
issue of the loan. All financial author- 
ities would agree that at any time within 
the last two months a successful issue 


might have been secured; but in 
any case, so far as the first issue 
was concerned, the guarantors were 


liable for its success. How was it that 
the right hon. Gentleman had not taken 
advantage of the condition of the money 
market ? Even the municipality of 
Johannesburg proposed to issue a loan ot 
£2,500,000. If the reason for the non- 
issue of the loan was not the condition 
of the Transvaal finances or of the money 
market, was it connected with the Legis- 
lative Council? The right hon. Gentle- 
man ought to make a clean breast of the 
matter, and he hoped he would take 
advantage of the present debate to give 
the Committee a clear and definite state- 
ment. He begged to move a reduction 
in the Vote of £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Class 2, Vote 6 (Colonial 
Office), be reduced by £100.”—(Mr. 
| McCrae.) 
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Stir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said the question raised by the hon. 
Member for Devonport was a serious one, 
and, with him, he appealed to his night 
hon. friend the Colonial Secretary to 
consider it. He would point out, how- 
ever, that the action of Germany in 
regard to the Marshall Islands was not 
a single application of a singular principle, 
but the application of a general principle 
to the whole of His Majesty’s Colonies 
by that Power. At the present t'me the 
North-German Lloyd Company, by its 
contract with the German Government, 
was prevented from taking from Australia 
to Germany a single pound’s worth of | 
wool, food stuffs or any raw material | 
which Australia might produce. It | 
seemed to him the Committee should | 
consider this question in relation not | 
only to Germany, but also to the United | 
States. What was the policy of the 
United States with regard to our! 
Colonies? He was aware that hon. | 
Members opposite were opposed to him | 
on the question of preference, but there | 
was such a thing as not only preference | 
in relation to the trade of foreign 
countries with our Colonies, but also 
practical prohibition, In 1885, England 
was commercially supreme in the Sand- 
wich Islands. By virtue of a strenuous 
commercial policy the United States 
gained control of the commercial position 
there, turned that position into a political 
position, and eventually, as in Samoa, 
effected a territorial acquirement. The | 
result was that now the shipping trade | 
from Australia was not allowed to carry a | 
pound of goods from the Sandwich Islands 
to San Francisco. How could Great 
Britain view a circumstance of that 
kind without considering her own posi- 
tion? In the Sandwich Islands, Samoa, | 
and Mexico, the United States had, to) 
use an American expression, “ chiselled ” | 
us out of our position. 

The hon. Member for Devonport had 
very properly protested against the 
action of Germany, and had asked what 
position the Government were going to 
take up with regard to what was practi- 
cally a prohibitory proclamation against 
our trade. The matter was worthy of 
attention, and the Committee ought to 
consider whether the question of retalia- 
tion. whether applied to the dumping of 
goods in this country by foreign countries 
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| many. 
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or to the passage of ships upon the sea, was 
not really a serious and critical question 
for this country. Ifa policy of retaliation 
might be applied in the case of Germany 
in regard to the Marshall Islands, should 
the Committee not consider whether it 
would be possible, or proper, to incorpor- 
ate into our national policy a reconstrue- 
tion of our navigation laws ? We boasted 
of our shipping trade, and yet our posi- 
tion was only the same as fifty vears ago, 
in spite of the vast increase of our popu- 
lation and the acquisition of large terri- 
tories which ought to give us new mar- 
kets. In Cuba there had been a policy 
of preference. [‘‘ Question.” ] The policy 
of retaliation involved the policy of pre- 
ference, if it involved anything at all. 
{**No.”] If a nation pursued a_ policy 
favourable to its own territories and op- 
pressive to those of other Powers, that 
was a policy of preference. If tlie hon. 
Gentleman asked the Government to 
retaliate in this case, he was asking them 
to retaliate in the interests of some of the 
British dominions, and if that did not 


| involve the principle of preference what, 


in the name of common-sense, did it 
involve ? At any rate, it involved the 
principle of fair play for our shipping trade 
and of justice to our Colonies. This 
policy of preference or of justice to our 
dominions had been well exemplified in 
the relations between Canada and Cer- 
When Canada put a surtax upon 
sugar, Germany was exporting to Canada 
188,000,000 Ibs. of sugar. Immediately 
Canada put on the surtax the importa- 
tion of German sugar ceased, but the 


‘importation from the West Indies and 


British Guiana went up to such an ex- 
tent as to make good the cessation of the 
German supply. In the course of recent 
debates with regard to the Sugar Con- 
vention and the increased production in 
the West Indies, hon. Members had 
spoken of the importation into England 
as though that were all. But the Empire 
was larger than England, and if, by the 
Sugar Convention embodying the prin- 
ciple of preference to the West Indies, 
the Government had benefited the trade 
of Canada and developed the production 
of India, and by so completing the circle 
had drawn Canada closer to this country, 
they had been pursuing not only an In- 
perial idea of unity but an economic 
idea of security. 
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Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said that with regard to the Transvaal 
loan, there had been an entire failure to 
carry out the obligations contracted when 
the late Colonial Secretary went to South 
Africa. Three obligations were then 
entered into. The first was that the 
gold and property tax should not exceed 
a certain percentage. That was in 
favour of those interested in gold mines, 
and had been rigidly observed. The 
second was that this country should 
guarantee a loan of £35,000,000. That 
was for the benefit of the colony, and the 
money had been issued. The third was 
that a sum of £30,000,000, should be 
raised at + per cent., without guarantee 


by this country, towards the cost of | 
That was in favour of this | 


the war. 
country, but the obligation had been 
absolutely unfulfilled. 


He did not blame | 





the Colonial Secretary for not carrying | 
the arrangement into effect. his view | 


being that we had no right until a 
5 5 

representative Government adopted the 

proposal to impose upon the Transvaal 


such an Immense burden of taxation as | 


| 


would be involved in another £30,000,000 | 


of debt. 
and the additional £30,000,000 would 
amount to about £160 of debt per head 
of the white population of the Transvaal, 
an amount unprecedented in the history 
of any nation. The indebtedness in 
this country worked out to about £18 
per head. He had endeavoured, with 
considerable trouble, to ascertain what 
the financial position of the Transvaal 


really was, but it was the most difficult | 


thing in the world to investigate. The 
Blue-books gave the impression that the 
truth was being purposely concealed, 
muddled and confused were the 
statements. He thought, however, that 
any impartial observer of the Transvaal 
accounts for last year would come to 
the conclusion that the financial prospect 
was anything but rosy. Did the Govern- 
ment really believe it possible to impose 
this fresh burden of £30,000,000 on the 
Transvaal. If so, he would be glad 
to hear it, as there were many persons 
in South Africa who profited very largely 
by the war, and who ought to pay 
something towards relieving the burden 
imposed upon this country. He had no 
feeling of tenderness for the capitalists 
of South Africa, who, he believed, were 


sO 


The £55,000,000 already issued, | 
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largely responsible for that most dis- 
astrous war, butjbusiness ought to be 
business, and it was idle to put an 
additional £30,000,000 of debt upon 
the Transvaal unless the Government 
were satisfied that the country could 
bear the burden. If the Colonial Secre- 
tary had doubts on the subject he would 
receive support from both sides if he 
said so at once and took the consequences, 
which, after all, would not be the result 
of his own acts. The truth was that 
this arrangement was an illusory and 
impossible bargain from beginning to 
end. He hoped the Colonial Secretary 
would tell the Committee what he really 
thought about the subject, and whether 
he proposed to leave the matter open 
until representative Government was 
established in the Transvaal, and that 
representative Government had taken 
upon itself the responsibility of this 
burden, 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was one 
of the few Members who were justified in 
taking the line he had just followed, 
because in the discussions on the South 
African Loan Bill he took the funda- 
mental objection that the condition of 
the Transvaal was such that a debt of 
£65,000,000 could not equitably be im- 
posed upon the colony, and he had con- 
sistently opposed the policy of the 
Government from beginning to end. 
But that did not apply to all Members, 
and certainly not to the Government. 
There was a case, at any rate, for full 
inquiry and explanation. What was the 
condition of affairs with regard to this 
£30,000,000 loan? Without going 
through the matter from the beginning 
what was the condition now? The last 
statement they had upon this subject 
was one made two or three days ago by 
Lord Milner in Johannesburg, who said 
that he was leaving South Africa without 
a vestige of anxiety regarding the ability 
of the Transvaal to pay its way, and there 
was money enough there to meet all the 
normal requirements of good govern- 
ment. Lord Milner further stated that 
the contribution of the Transvaal to the 
burden of the war was one of honour, 
and one which no colonial statesman of 
any credit could ignore. That was quite 
a recent statement from Lord Milner, 
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but they had had no information as to 
the views of the Government upon this 
subject for more than a year. 

His hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Dumfries seemed to indicate that the 
Colonial Secretary had held the idea 
that since the South African Loan Bill 
was introduced it had been practically 
impossible to attempt to demand the 
issue of this £30,000,000 loan. He did 
not think that idea was quite accurate. 
In December, 1903, the Governor of the 
Transvaal telegraphed to the Colonial 
Secretary stating that he was expecting 
instructions with regard to the first in- 
stalment of that loan, and there were 
several communications with regard to 
the issue of the loan in accordance with 
the scheme of the Loan Bill, but it was 
not issued. He contended that the loan 
of £30,000,000 was not issued in 1903, 
not on the ground that the finances of 
the Transvaal would not bear it, but on 
account of the state of the money market. 
In the last few months there had been 
considerable improvement in the finances 
of the Transvaal. Therefore it did not 
lie in the mouth of the rigbt hon. Gentle- 
man to meet this argument on the ground 
of the condition of the finances of the 
Transvaal. They had not yet got the 
complete figures, but they had been given 
up to the end of December last. The 
figures they had got, however, marked a 
very considerable improvement, and he 
thought they might deduce from Lord 
Milner’s statement that in his view the 
possibility of issuing the first instalment 
of the £30,000,000 loan was within a 
reasonable distance. He wished to re- 
mind the Committee of the White Paper 
which was issued with the Loan Bill, 
explaining the finance upon which it 
was founded. That Paper showed the 
way in which the interest was to be 
paid, and it stated that at first there 
would probably be a deficit, but that 
afterwards there would be a surplus. 
If that was the case in 1903, when the 
Transvaal finances were not so hopeful 
as at the present time, surely now that 
they had turned the corner they might 
fairly expect that some steps would be 
taken for the issue of the first instal- 
ment of this loan. With regard to the 
guarantors, he did not want to go into 
details as to their position, but he did 
not think they had been very eager. 


Mr, Buchanan, 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE for 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretroy, War- 
wick and Leamington) dissented. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said at the beginning 
they had the most equivocal and cate. 
gorical statement as to the way in which 
they had given their guarantee. They 
were going to underwrite the whole 
amount, and they were not going to 
take any preference or commission, and 
it was to be a full and complete guarantee, 
Up to the present they had shown that 
they were not particularly eager to join 
in the issue of the first instalment of 
this loan. When they remembered the 
patriotic expressions with which they had 
expressed their readiness to join in this 
guarantee he thought they had good 
reason to be disappointed at the want 
of eagerness amongst the guarantors at 
the present moment. He asked the 
other day whether there had been any 
communication between the Colonial 
Office and the guarantors since 1904, 
and he was informed that there had been 
none. Absolutely all negotiations he- 
tween them had ceased since February. 
1904. He further asked if there had 
been any correspondence between the 
Home and the Transvaal Government 
upon this question, and he was informed 
that all the correspondence had_ been 
of a private and confidential character, 
and there was no correspondence which 
could be presented to the House. He 
thought some announcement ought to 
be made of the intentions of the Govern- 
ment with regard to asking the Trans- 
vaal to take steps for the issue, at any 
rate, of the first part of the loan, and 
that the Committee ought to have some 
more detailed statement of the condi- 
tion of the Transvaal finances. Lord 
Milner appeared to contemplate the 
possibility of the Transvaal Government 
borrowing more money for capital 
expenditure, and he should like some 
information upon that point as well as 
upon the various points he had raised. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, ¥.) 
said they had been told that it was desir- 
able that they should be taught to think 
Imperially. In his opinion he thought 
it was quite time that the Government 
should be taught to weigh jam Imperially. 
He was bound to observe that the hov. 
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Member for Gravesend was not quite 
so flamboyant upon the subject of 
preference when that question was before 
the House, because he took refuge in 
the previous Question. 


sir GILBERT PARKER: Does the 
hon. Member assume that I am_ not 
prepared to defend the principles which 
[ hold ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he did not 
assume anything, but at any rate he 
had not the courage to support his 
views on that occasion. With regard 
to the question of local self-government 
in the Transvaal, he had no wish to place 
difficulties in the way of the Government, 
but he regretted that they had determined 
to proceed by way of letters patent. 
The South African War lasted thirty - 
seven months, cost them £250,000,000, 
and 450,000 British troops were en- 
gaged in it, and if ever there was a case 
in which procedure should be by statutory 
enactment which would have come 
fully before the House for decision this 
was such a case. He wished to know 
how far they would be in a position to 
discuss the form of the letters patent. 
Would it be in detail or would they be 
substantially perfected before the House 
had an opportunity of considering them ? 
He understood that in the Government 
of the Transvaal they were going to 
keep the official element, take away the 
nominated members, and substitute for 
them elected members. 


The Colonial Secretary had said that 
when the question of the Chinese Labour 
Ordinance was put before the representa. 
tives elected by the country they would 
see who was right and who was wrong 
upon that great issue, and that great 
issue was, did the country approve of the 
Ordinance? He held that the immediate 
purpose of the Government in conferring 
self-government on the Transvaal was 


to obtain a vote on the Labour Ordin- | 


ance, and he warned the Colonial Secre- 
tary that it would be very disastrous 
indeed for the future of the Transvaal 
if, for the sake of securing a verdict 
favourable to that Ordinance, he in any 
way gerrymandered the Constitution. 
He would like to know why the Govern- 
ment did not propose to ask for a con- 
tribution from the Orange River Colony ? 
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They would have to watch this question 
with great care, because the Government 
had very peculiar views as to what was 
the expressed wish of the people of the 
Transvaal on the question of the Chinese 
Ordinance. The right hon. Gentleman 
sent a telegram to the successful candi- 
date at the Chertsey election, in which 
he asked all fair-minded men to remember 
that the labourers who came willingly 
upon the terms offered to them had been 
introduced into the Transvaal at the 
express wish of the white population. 
That was the view of the Government. 
On May 20th, 1903, in reply to the 
Australian Federal Government, who 
protested against the introduction of 
the coolie into South Africa until a 
referendum had been taken as to the 
views of the white population, the right 
hon. Gentleman sent a cable stating 
that His Majesty’s Government adhered 
to the policy of treating the Transvaal 
as a self-governing colony where Imperial 
interests were not concerned. How had 
they done this? The Legislative Council 
consisted of twenty-seven persons, thir- 
teen of them officials and fourteen 
nominated persons, and twenty-two of 
these gentlemen had voted in favour 
of the Labour Ordinance. And yet the 
Colonial Secretary had thought fit to 
inform the electors of Chertsey that 
the opinion of such a Council was the 
expressed wish of the white population 
of the Transvaal, and the Australian 
Federal Government had been informed 
that the Transvaal was being treated as 


a self-governing colony. He did not 
think such statements would deceive 


anybody, and they would not influence 
a single vote in the country in favour 
of the Government. They would, how- 
ever be likely to cause exasperation in 
a country which had cost this country 
already quite enough in blood and 
treasure. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I think the 
circumstances of the Government’s ab- 
stention at the present moment from 
the issue of £10,000,000, the first insta!- 
ment of the loan no doubt require 
explanation; but I do not think that 
when the full facts of the case are put 
before the House they will require 
argument, or at any rate much argument. 
It is in placing the full facts of the case 
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before; the House that I shall seek the 
justification of His Majesty’s Government 
for that abstention. I say in the first 
place that the financial state of the 
Transvaal is remarkably good, all things 
considered ; but it must be remembered 
that it is less than three years since 
peace was concluded. In the interval 
it has been necessary to reconstruct 
the entire economic fabric of the Trans- 
vaal, to restore the people to their 
dwellings, to rebuild their dwellings, 
to restock their farms, and_ to 
give them seed for planting. You have 
to make up the leeway in the deteriora- 
tion which naturally took place during 
three vears in the mines; the railways 
have had to be repaired and reconstructed, 
the bridges have had to be rebuilt, and the 
roads to be made. It has been necessary, 
in fact, to reconstruct the entire con- 
dition of things, which had been, of course, 
desolated by the war. For that purpose, 
among others, a development loan of 
£35,000,000 was guaranteed by tbis 
country. It was secured on the revenues 
of the Transvaal and on the railway 
receipts of the Inter-Colonial Council. 
You had, therefore, as good a security as 
it was possible to have. There is an 
ample balance to secure the loan, and 
there is not the slightest doubt that it will 
always be paid. I venture to say that 
any one of us who had the money would 
be very glad to have a share in the loan. 
When you have taken that guarantee 
into consideration, when you _ have 
reckoned the £1,400,000 which is the 
interest on the £35,000,000, and when you 
have made every provision for the ex- 
penses of government in the Transvaal, 
you have about a balance of ordinary 
revenue and expenditure. In June, which 
is the end of the financial year, there is 
estimated to be a slight deficit. Bat 
assume that the greater degree of pros- 
perity may result in financial equilibrium 
at the end of June, 1905. We are asked 
why we do not issue the war contribution, 
which is to take the form of a loan of 
£30,000,000 at 4 per cent., secured on the 
revenues of the Transvaal. I say in the 
first place, without fear of contradiction, 
from those experienced in colonial affairs, 
that when ordinary revenue and expendi- 
ture balance in a Crown Colony it is 
entirely against all precedent in the 
financial administration of either Party 


Mr, Lyttelton. 
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to permit a Crown colony to issue further 
loans. You have then nothing to issue 
them on. I say, therefore, with great 
respect to those who have advanced the 
contrary opinion, that even if you stop 
there, then you have a reason for not 
issuing the promised war contribution. 
There is no surplus on which to issue it at 
present, although we anticipate in the 
course of the next twelve months a good 
surplus. I wish to be very moderate in 
my statements in regard to the future ; I 
do not profess to be an experienced 
financier, and although we have good 
reason to believe that there will be a 
reasonable and substantial surplus in 
1905-6, still at the present moment, in a 
state of financial equilibrium, I say we are 
not justified in issuing the £30,000,000 
loan. 


But it may be said that the circum- 
stances of the Transvaal are peculiar, 
because there has been a promise—it has 
always been put very loosely—that the 
£30,000,000 would be paid ; and the first 
£10,000,000, it is vaguely said, has been 
guaranteed by the capitalists of the 
Rand. [Cries of “Not vaguely.”] It 
is generally said. Please look at the 
facts. Every business man will recog- 
nise them at once. A contract of guar- 
antee is ambiguous. It might be sup- 
posed that the capitalists of the Transyaal 
had guaranteed both the principal and 
interest of the first £10,000,000 


*Mr. McCRAE;: Nobody said so. 
Mr. LYTTELTON : I believe nobody 


said so, and I am sure the hon. Gentleman, 
who is very well informed, would not say 
so, but I think from what passed in this 
House before, and certainly from what 
I have heard outside, there is a general 
belief that the Government, by asking 
for £10,000,000 at the present moment 
and issuing the loan, could obtain the 
money from the pockets of the capitalists 
of the Transvaal,and so make the position 
of the British taxpayer so much the 
lighter. I believe that was the idea. 
Now, I will point out that that is an 
absolute delusion. The contract was 
not a guarantee for principal and interest. 
It was an underwriting contract. I do 
not profess to be a City man myself, but 
everybody who has been in the City tells 
me that at the present moment, if you 
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chose to issue that £10,000,000 at 4 per 
cent., there would not be the slightest 
difficulty in getting the money. I do 
not think that is disputed. Of course 
hon. Members will see in a moment that 
what would happen would be this. That 
loan would be issued, it would be sub- 
scribed, I venture to say—though no 
expert in these matters—many times 
over at 4 per cent. [An Hon. MemBeEr: 
At par?) Yes, I venture to say 
that it would go beyond par, probably to 
101 or 102. Now please consider the 
consequence. The consequence is that 
the capitalists of the Transvaal, instead 
of paying the taxpayers of this country 
£10,000,000 out of their pockets, would 
receive in premiums on that loan some- 
thing like £500,000. Is it not ridiculous 
to blame us for not bleeding the capita- 
lists when the effect of their being bled 
would end in putting half a million into 
their pockets ? 


*Mr. McCRAE: That is not so. 


Mr LYTTELTON: The House has 
heard my argument, and I am speaking 
in the hearing of gentlemen who know 
the circumstances of the money market 
better than I know them. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Does not the 4 per cent. include the 
sinking fund ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: It does not in- 
clude the sinking fund. But let me 
allow for a margin of error. Let me 
suppose that the 4 per cent. loan would 
not go beyond par. In that case the 
capitalists of the Transvaal would lose 
or gain nothing, but the burden of this 
contribution would fall, not upon them, 
but upon the taxpayers of the Transvaal. 
I think that it is only justice to the 
gentlemen who made that engagement 
to say that in 1902 the circumstances of 
the Transvaal were widely different. 
There was a period which no one could 
foresee when the economic prosperity 
of the country would revive. This 
underwriting contract was made by the 
capitalists without any commission, 
without any certainty what the results 
of it would be, when, indeed, their position 
might be one of serious loss. They ought 
to have the credit of that. But do not 
let us hear any more of the plea that we 


VOL. CXLITI. [Fovurrn Sertes.] 
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can get £10,000,000 out of these gentlemea 
when, in point of fact. the result of such 
an operation would be to put money into 
their pockets. 


*Mr. McCRAE: You are misestating 
the case. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not wish to 
make any statement beyond bringinz 
to the attention of hon. Members the 
great seriousness of what the contract of 
underwriting was. What was the so- 
ealled contract for £30,000,000 2 It was 
an undertaking made by fourteen promi- 
nent citizens of the Witwatersrand. 
They described themselves as being large 
taxpayers resident on the Witwatersrand, 
and to these fourteen members were 
added the Johannesburg Town Council, 
the chambers of mines and commerce 
the Stock Exchange, and other bodies. 
I think that, looking at the list with 
perfect impartiality, we would say that 
it was a very representative body. What 
did they resolve to do? Great as my 
admiration is for my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Birmingham, I 
think that one of the most important 
and triumphant of his feats is to have 
secured a resolution from that body to 
this effect. It was the result of a power- 
ful and magnetic personality. This was 
the resolution— 

“This meeting, consisting of large taxpayers 
resident on the Witwatersrand, expresses its 
approval of the principle that the colony should 
make a voluntary contribution to the Imperial 
Government of £30,000,000 towards the cost of 
the recent war, and that this sum be a debt on 
the public revenues of this colony, the amount 
to be provided by a 4 per cent. loan raised 
in three yearly instalments of £10,000,000 each, 
commencing January, 1904.” 

That is the arrangement. [An Hon. 
MemBeER: But that is not a guarantee.]} 
I thought I had made the matters of the 
guarantee clear to the hon. Gentleman 
who interrupted me. The guarantee was 
£10,000,000, to be issued at 4 per cent., 
secured on the revenues of the Transvaal. 
This is £30,000,000. Will hon. Gentlemen 
be kind enough to keep these two things 
separate? That is the promise made 
by leading residents on the Witwaters- 
rand. My right hon. friend the late 
Colonial Secretary, in recounting the 
circumstances and the conditions on 
which this loan was made, enumerated 
them with great precision. It is per- 
fectly true he did say that the £30,000,000 
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of war contribution was part of the 
arrangement of the £55,000,000 guaran- 
tee. But he said also that we have 
alwavs laid down two conditions on 
which we thought it possible to obtain 
this assistance. I agree that was part 
of the arrangement whereby the guaran- 
tee of £35,000,000 was made, but what 
are the other conditions? There were 
three other conditions. First; that we 
did not intend to impose any additional 
taxation in the Transvaal beyond the 
10 per cent. profit tax we had put on the 
mining industry. Secondly, that we 
should not put upon them any obligation 
which would hinder a prompt and suffi- 
cient development of the country. That 
has always been a cardinal feature of 
the policy of the Government. And the 
third condition was “that any contri- 
bution which is to be made should be 
made willingly, voluntarily, and not be 
enforced or imposed upon them by the 
superior Power.” There was a further 
engagement which I should notice, 


namely, “that the loan should not be | 


issued when market conditions were un- 
favourable.” Please let the House con- 
sider this matter, as I only wish to put 
the abolute facts before them. I have 
read my right hon. friend’s words. If 
we now exacted this loan of £30,000,000 
are we in a position to say that we 
should not enforce or impose it by the 
superior Power? I pointed out at the 
beginning of my speech that there 
was only an equilibrium of revenue 
and expenditure, and that we were not 
in a position to make such a demand at 
any time, and more particularly when 
the whole right of our obligation arises 
from an arrangement made, and that 
arrangement is on the terms that the 
contribution is only to be made willingly 
and voluntarily. Can it be said that the 
imposition of this obligation now would 
not hinder the proper and sufficient de- 
velopment of the country! I say it 


would take away for some years the | 


entire surplus revenue of the colony ; 
and everybody knows that when a colony 
is in the condition of the Transvaal 
development works are exceedingly 
urgent ; and if you wish to make a good 
thing of the colony, if you wish results 
from the Transvaal such as have been 
seen in many of the self-governing 
Colonies, I say, Do not ride the horse too 
Mr. Lyttelton. 


{COMMONS} 
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hard at the beginning. Let him get on 
his legs. Do not gallop him on deep 
ground. Treat him gently; he will 
gallop well enough when you get him on 
the straight afterwards. I wish to ask 
this question seriously, is anybody who 
follows me in a position to say, were we 
to issue this £30,000,000 loan at the 
present moment, that it could be done 
without imposing fresh taxation, without 
hindering its proper and sufficient de- 
velopment, or without imposing the will 
of the superior Power on the Transvaal, 
and not voluntarily by the Transvaal ? 
If he cannot affirm these three proposi- 
tions, then in asking the House to issue 
this loan he is asking it to break the con- 


ditions which were made. [Cries of 
“Oh.”] Yes, he is asking us to break 


the conditions which were made by my 





right hon. friend the Member for West 
| Birmingham, and which were stated with 
the utmost lucidity to the House of 
Commons. 


I ought to mention that the debt 
of the Transvaal, with a _ population 
of 300,000 men, is £35,000,000, and that 
' debt has been undertaken and provision 
made for the payment of interest on the 
debt within three years of a long and 
desolating war. If you add £50,000,000 
more you would have a debt of 
| £65,000,000. The figures of population 
must not be pressed too far, because you 
have an industrial population of Kaffirs 
and Chinamen also, which amount, I dare- 
| say, altogether to six or seven times that 
number. It would not be right to treat 
it as a matter affecting the whites only, 
because you have a great deal of industrial 
potentiality ; but still, if you were to 
multiply that 300,000 by six or seven, 
such a debt would be a very heavy burden 
at the present moment. I venture to 
think it ought not to be imposed at a 
| moment when we are on the eve of grant- 
ing them representative government. 
I am endeavouring to place the exact 
facts of the case before hon. Members. 
|They may possibly not accept them. 
| The hon. Member for Camberwell and the 
‘hon. Member for East Perthshire stated 
‘that legislation is required before this 
| debt of £30,000,000 can be imposed. 
Legislation is required, and I do not 
'deny that if we were to exercise our 
‘powers at the present moment, and if 
‘we were to force the vote through the 
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resent Legislative Council by the use 
of the official vote we could possibly pass 
that legislation. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Like the Ordi- 


nance. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: If the hon. 
Member’s memory was as good as I 
thought it was he would remember that 
the official vote was not used on that 
occasion. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: The Ordinance 
was carried by twenty-two to four, and 
the total membership, official and nomin- 
ated, is twentsseven, 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The hon. Member 
appears to think that is an answer. If 
his memory was as good as I thought it 
was, he would know that specific injunc- 
tions were given from home that the 
oficial members were to vote as they 


pleased. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Did any 
vote against ? [Cries of ‘‘ No.” 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Yes, I think 
four did. I do not wish to pursue that 
interruption. It is not germane to 
what 1 am saying. If we were to force 
the necessary legislation through by the 
use of the official vote, instructing every 
member of the Government that he 
must vote for it or resign his seat, I am 
not at all sure that we would get it 
through, but we should have a chance 
of getting it through. But, assuming 
that we should get it, do hon. Members 
think such a course would be wise or in 
conformity with the traditions of colonial 
administration in this country? On 
the eve of the grant.of a large measure 
of representative government—yes, and 
upon a very democratic franchise—do 
they think it would be wise to exact 
tom a moribund Assembly a contribution 
at £30,000,000, plus the £35,000,000 al- 
tady upon the shoulders of the taxpayers 
ot the Transvaal? I say it would be 
lost unwise, and I should be surprised 
i any Member of the Party opposite 
got up and said that it would be other- 
Wise than most unwise and impolitic 
0 force such a vote through a moribund 
lominated Assembly. 


Now, I have endeavoured to show 
that the Government are fully justified 
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in abstaining at the present moment 
from forcing this contribution, so to 
say, at the point of the bayonet from 
the Transvaal. I have pointed out 
the circumstances of their financial 
condition. I have pointed out the 
conditions on which my _ predecessor 
obtained this concession from the 
vapitalists of the Transvaal. I have 
pointed out the circumstances of the 
finances of the colony at the present 
moment, and the financial equilibrium. 
These are all against the immediate 
imposition of this war contribution 
loan. Now let me say why J consider— 
avoiding anything like undue optimism 
—that we have an excellent chance of 
obtaining in due time, and in the near 
future, this contribution. In the year 
1905-6 the Premier Diamond Mine 
falls into, so to say, profitable uses. 
At present, as hon. Gentlemen who are 
familiar with the country know, all the 
revenue of the mine is carried to capital 
account, to pay for the working expenses 
and plant. But ‘that ceases, as I have 
said, in the present financial vear. So 
far as my information goes, the share 
of the profits of the mine to which the 
Transvaal Government are entitled, will 
bring them in between £400,000 and 
£500,000 a year, and £400,000 would 
be sufficient to pay the interest on the 
first £10,000,000. But that is not all; 
although I do not wish to put this too 
highly. 1 do not think the full profits 
of the gold mines which have resulted 
from the introduction of Chinese labour 
have yet begun to fructify, although 
at the end of 1905-6 they will have 
made up the leeway. Still, I believe 
that in the course of this financial year 
the return of 10 per cent. of the profits 
which go to the Transvaal Government 
will on that account be much larger 
than they are now. If I am right in 
what I have said about the mines, and 
if the rest of the country continues to 
expand in prosperity at the same rate 
as it is progressing now, the colony will 
soon be placed in a position in which 
there will be some ground, at any rate, 
for saying that there will be a surplus 
revenue sufficient to serve the interest 
on the loan of £10,000,000. Of course, 
we must all recognise that the profits 
of the diamond mines to which I have 
referred, would be, to a prudent investor, 
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of a somewhat speculative and conjectural 
kind. Still, there they are, and there 
is every hope that they will expand. 

In the next place, our fellow-subjects in 
the Transvaal ought to remember, and 
1 believe they do remember, that we have 
fulfilled our part of the bargain which 
was made with them by my right hon. 
friend the Member for West Birmingham. 
That is to say, as the first part of the 


arrangement whereby they promised 
us £30,000,000, we guaranteed them 
£35,000,000 as a development Joan. 


Our fellow-subjects must remember that 
they have obtained a large sum, not by 
any means all used up in develop- 
ment but also in the repatriation of the 
Boers, and the reconstruction of farms, 
on undoubtedly easier terms than they 
would have had without our guarantee. I 
think hon. Gentlemen familiar with this 
matter fully admit that they obtained 
that loan 1 per cent cheaper than they 
would have got it without our guarantee 
and had they had to rely upon their own 
resources. Just think what that means. 
That means that as a result of that 
guarantee, which was, no doubt, given 
to them as part of the arrangement, 
they are richer by £350,000 a year than 
they would have been had we not given 
the guarantee. Our friends in the Trans- 
vaal ought to remember that. I have 
not the slightest doubt they will remem- 
ber it. 


Now let me review for a monient 
the financial position, and pray let the 
House remember I am only giving the 
results of estimates on the present figures. 
Qn the diamond mines alone at the 
present rate of production the probable 
accretion to the Transvaal revenue is 
something like £400,000 a year. The 
result of our guaranteeing the £35,000,000 
betters the position of the Transvaal by 
£500,000 a year. That surely gives us 
a right to say, “Consider how we have 
treated you with consideration in not 
pressing you at a time when your revenue 
did not exceed your expenses. We have 
not pressed the loan when we might 
have done so, because we believed it 
would be more in consonance with the 
traditions of this country to wait until 
elected representatives should willingly 
take on themselves this debt rather than 
that we should rely on an undertaking 
which was got in the circumstances | 


Mr. Lyttelton, 


{COMMONS} 
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have narrated.” Above all, we can say 
to them, “‘ Remember your better position, 


Remember the bargain that some of your 


representatives made. Remember the 
fulfilment of every tittle of the bargain 
that we made on our side. Lastly, 
remember the immense sacrifices which 
this country has made. Yes, not as has 
been often said, for the gold mines, but 
remember the immense sacrifices we 


have made for the British Empire in South 
Africa. Of those sacrifices you among 
others have obtained the benefit. When 


you are in a position, without adding to 
your taxation and without arresting the 
development of the country, to fulfil 
the bargain you made, then we may 
surely rely upon you to fulfil that which 
has now become a debt—not a legal 
debt, but a debt of honour—such as al! 
honourable men desire to discharge.” 


Now, let me just review in a few sen- 
tences the arguments I have endeavoured 
to put before the House. I think it would 
be most wrong of me to keep back any 
facts, so far as they are present to my 
mind, and I wish the House to be fully 
seised of all the facts. We admit that at 
the present moment it would be competent 
to the Government to force through 
legislation and to raise £10,000,000 
of money. We agree that that is pos- 
sible, though the revenue shows no 
excess over expenditure at the present 
moment. We agree that in the next 
financial year sufficient revenue may 
possibly accrue to pay the interest on 
that sum. But we deliberately refrain 
from forcing legislation through a nomi- 
nated Assembly. We are, above all, 
most anxious to avoid any appearance 
or any colour of exaction or compulsion. 
We most earnestly desire, and I believe 
hon. Members opposite earnestly desire 
it also, in no way to arrest the progres 
and development of the colony. We 
desire not to impose any undue taxation 
upon its inhabitants. We are, indeed 
—TI do not hestiate to say it, and I hope 
our successors will not forget it—we are 
all most anxious to obtain a contribution 
towards the heavy cost of the war; but 
we are even more anxious, and we trust 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite also will 
be more anxious, that that contribution 
should be paid in the willing spirit i 
which it was promised, and which repre- 
sented the unabated desire of those 
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who promised it to share the burden | 
cast on the Motherland. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.): 
Perhaps the House will allow me to in- 
tervene for a short time in this debate, 
because I feel I have some special re- 
sponsibility with regard to the matter 
now under consideration. When I was 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and had to 
make proposals to the House from time 
to time to raise funds for the prosecution 
of the South African War, I often had occa- 
sion to allude to the portion of the cost of 
that war which it might be possible to 
recover from the Transvaal ; and though 
[ never named a sum, and though I do 
not think my anticipations were very 
sanguine, vet I always held out an ex- 
pectation that there would be a substan- 
tial sum recoverable by way of indemnity 
trom the Transvaal. I was, therefore, very 
glad when, I think nearly two years ago, 
my right hon. friend the Member for West 
Birmingham, after bis return from South 
Africa, on introducing to this House a 
Bill for the guarantee of the loan of 


35,000.00 for the Transvaal, stated 
tbat he had made an arrangement 
by which at any rate those who 


could then speak with some _responsi- 
bility for the Transvaal agreed to accept 
a debt of £30,000.000 from the Transvaal 
to this country as an indemnity, so to 
speak, towards the expenses of the South 
African War. I remember very well that 
my right hon. friend rather minimised 
it the time the amount of that contribu- 
tion. He said that more might have been 
expected, that if we had left the matter 
open possibly more might have been re- 
ceived, but that it was for the advantage of 
allthat the matter should then be closed, 
that a bird in the hand was worth two in 
the bush, or words to that effect, and that 
we had better take the £30,000,000 instead 
of expecting an indefinite and larger sum. 
Well, Sir, on the faith of that statement 
and, as my right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary has said this evening, as part 
of that arrangement, Parliament guaran- 
teed the loan of £35,000,000 to the Trans- 
vaal, an act which has never before been 
done by the Parliament of this country 
for any colony throughout all our posses- 
sions, but which was perfectly justifiable 
and perfectly necessary as part of the 
general arrangement after all that had. 
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happened in the South African War. Sir, 
this House accepted that arrangement as 
a whole. And although I remember I 
ventured at the time myself to express 
some little doubt as to whether the first 
ten millions would be forthcoming and as 
to whether the second and the third ten 
millions would be forthcoming at the time 
when they might be expected to fall due, 
yet it was generally expected that that 
arrangement, that that bargain with 
Parliament, as I call it, would be thor- 
oughly and completely fulfilled—that in 
fact, on guaranteeing the £35,000,000, 
Parliament might expect on behalf of the 
taxpavers of this countrv the contribution 
of £30,000,000 from the Transvaal. 


Well, Sir, the first ten millions of that 
loan was due more thana vearago. It was 
not issued, and it was rightly not issued, 
for the only effect of its issue would have 
been to impose a liability at that time, not 
upon the taxpayers of the Transvaal, but 
on the taxpayers of this country for the 
interest of that debt. Any one who has 
followed the progress of the revenue and 
expenditure of the Transvaal will have 
seen that the optimist expectations of 
two vears ago were disappointed and that 
it was absolutely impossible that the 
Transvaal revenue should pay the in- 
terest upon that £10,000,000 ; and there- 
fore, Sir, my right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and His 
Majesty’s Government were absolutely 
justified, and are still, in my opinion, 
absolutely justified, in declining to take 
any steps towards the issue of that first 
£10,000,000. But, Sir, what I want to 
know is this. We passed here an Act 
of Parliament guaranteeing that 
£35,000,000. Why was not the Trans- 
vaal Legislature asked at the same time 
to pass an Ordinance imposing on 
the Transvaal the £30,000,000 which His 
Majesty’s Government proposed to this 
House as part of the bargain?! I really 
do not know why this necessary step was 
not taken. My right hon. friend says 
that it is not well that it should be at- 
tempted now. Well, I admit that there 
is force in his argument. For reasons 
which, no doubt, seem adequate, His 
Majesty’s Government have decided to 
confer representative government upon 
the Transvaal. I must say I hope it is 
not premature ; but at any rate it is for 








567 Civil Services and Revenue 


them, not for me, to judge. But in con- 


{COMMONS} 


‘venue. I wouldearnestly beg His Majesty's 


. . | 
ferring representative government on the | 


Transvaal, and within a few weeks from 
the time of conferring it, I admit there is 


force in the argument of the Secretary , 


for the Colonies that it would be un- 
pleasant to force through a nominated 
Legislature a Bill or Ordinance for im- 
posing a debt of £30,000,000 upon the 
Colony. I admit that. Well, but, Sir, 
let me pursue this a little more. I do 
not propose to dwell upon the question 
of the guarantee of the war loan. I 
think a great deal too much has been 
made of that from both sides. If the 
Transvaal credit was good it was per- 
fectly obvious that that guarantee was 
really worth nothing at all; but if the 
Colonial Government felt bound to issue 
that £10,000,000 at 4 per cent.—and 
they would be foolish if they did—the 
mine owners might put a very hand- 
some little profit into their pockets. 
But I do not wish the loan to be issued a 
moment before the Transvaal revenue is 
sufficient to pay the interest upon it, 
because I do not want that interest to 
fall on the taxpayers of this country. 
His Majesty’s Government have decided 
to confer representative government on 
the Transvaal, and that would presum- 
ably give to that Government full control 
of the revenue of the Transvaal from 
whatever source it is derived—from 
taxation, from mining receipts, from 
every source of every kind. 

Now my right hon. friend says quite 
rightly that my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham, when he put 
forward the conditions upon which, in his 
opinion, this charge of £30,000,000 should 
be imposed on the Transvaal, said, inthe 
first place, that it should not require 
additional taxation ; in the second place, 
that it should not interfere with the 
proper development of the country ; and, 
thirdly, that it should be willingly under- 
taken. Well, it was willingly undertaken 
two vears ago. There is no question of 
imposing additional taxation to bear the 
interest of this debt ; and my right hon. 
friend has said this evening that he 
anticipates that the profits from the 


Premier Diamond Mines to the Transvaal , 


revenue in 1905-6 will amount to 
£400,000, while there are other mining 
rights he has referred to as matters that 
will largely increase the Transvaal re- 


Sir M.*Hicks-Beach. 
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Government to consider whether, in giving 


| representative government to the Trans- 


vaal, they may not— whether they ought 
not to—take security for this debt of 
honour to this country, a debt which 
was part of the bargain made with this 
House on the whole matter, by retaining 
in their power when they give repre- 
sentative government this revenue trom 
the Premier Diamond Mines and othe: 
mining rights in the country. That 
is imposing no new taxation on the 
Transvaal; it is not injurious to the 
development of the country ; it is merely 
taking ordinary, proper, business-like 
security for the payment of a debt of 
honour when giving — representative 
government. I do not wish to detain 
the House any longer. I do not find 
any fault with His Majesty’s Goyern- 
ment for what they have done; but | 
do hope that certain allusions in the 
speech of my right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary to the burden of 
this £65,000,000 of debt and the necessity 
to devote funds to the development ot 
the Transvaal do not portend a breach 
of faith with the House. do not portend 
a readiness to tell us at some future time 
that we are to allow the new repre- 
sentative Assembly to wipe off- this debt 
altogether, after all that has passed. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said he had no wish to detain 
the House after the speech to which 
they had just listened from the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol. He 
desired to say, in the first place, that 
he believed the House of Commons 
knew, when the :rrangement was made, 
that it was a two-sided arrangement— 
on the one side that this country was to 
guarantee the loan of £35,000,000 and 
on the other side that we were to receive 
£30,000,000 as a war indemnity. In other 
words the arrangement was one compacted 
body of agreement. He had to thank, 
quite seriously, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary for the first full 
statement giving the truth of the matter 
which the House and country had ever 
had. He believed that the country 
would now realise that this House had 
been deluded by the imposture originally 
perpetrated upon it at the inception 
of this loan business. His view in regard 
to the matter was that the taxpayers had 
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a bargain fully laid before them, ex- 
pressed in the language of the letter of 
Mr. Eckstein, embodied in the Blue- 
book— 

« His Majesty’s Government would not desire 
to make any profit out of the premiums on the 
loan; the arrangement being that the British 
mblic should receive a definite sum _ of 
£30,000,000 in relief of the war burden on the 
British taxpayer.” 

That definite sum for the relief of war 
taxation was gradually disappearing. 
The Colonial Secretary had stated the 
difficulties of the situation; but he 
failed to see that the state of affairs now 
existing in the Transvaal, which was the 
same as the state of things that existed 
when the arrangement was made, should 
be used as an argument for postponing 
the fulfilment of thet undertaking. They 
were never informed that this loan was 
only to be issued when they were assured 
that the chances were excellent in a 
speculative gamble upon diamond mines, 
because that was what it came to in the 
present situation. He sympathised with 
the view that it was altogether out of the 
question to attempt to force this loan 
upon the Transvaal at the present time. 
He feared that for many years that 
colony would be unable to face the burden 
of its debt; and therefore his hope with 
regard to the raising of this money was 
of the most shadowy description. He 
did not sav the time had come to forego 
our claim: but, if these discoveries as to 
the repayment of the loan had been made 
at the time the arrangement was initiated, 
he doubted whether the electors of the 
country, or the Members of that House, 
would have assented to such a trans- 
action. The House of Commons should 
not be treated in this manner. 

With regard to the Orange River Colony, 
he did not think that the House had 
sufficiently considered that part of His 
Majesty’s dominions. It was universally 
considered that before the war it was 
governed with the greatest harmony. 
He had before him a memorial signed by 
burghers in the neighbourhood of Bloen- 
fontein who had surrendered their arms 
and obtained protection under the pro- 
clamation issued by Lord Roberts and 
Lord Kitchener. These memorialists, 
who complained of the manner in which 
their claims for compensation had been 
dealt with, were confronted with a com- 
plete non possumus on the part of the 
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Governor of the Orange River Colony, 
and were informed by Sir H. Goold- 
Adams that there was no hope of his being 
able to grant what the petitioners asked 
for. They stated that claims had been 
paid on a basis of compensation varying 
from 15 per cent. to 2} per cent., and 
that it was impossible to understand 
the reasons which influenced the Com- 
missioners, Receipts which were stated 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham to be as good 
as Bank of England notes remained still 
unpaid. In Kroonstadt, too, there was 
a feeling of absolute disgust with what 
was considered the breach of faith on 
the part of the British Government in 
regard to payments under receipts given 
by British officers. Would the House of 
Commons believe that the answer given 
by Sir H. Goold-Adams, in reply to a 
representation from the municipality of 
Wynberg, was that a great many of the 
memorialists might be thankful that they 
had not had all their goods confiscated, 
or that they not had been shot, because a 
proclamation had been issued that every 
one who did not come in on September 
Ist would be regarded as a rebel and his 
property confiscated, and that every 
person breaking his oath would be shot. 
That was a senseless taunt, which had 
pierced the heart of these people, and 
had created a strong feeling of unrest 
and dissatisfaction. The time had come 
when there ought to be a very much 
fuller inquiry into the whole position of 
affairs in South Africa. They must get 
rid of prejudiced testimony on either 
side. They must have an impartial 
inquiry into how matters stood, not only 
on the labour question, but also on the 
general question of finance and upon the 
necessity for a further grant in order to 
enable the honourable word of Great 
Britain to be fulfilled, otherwise they 
would never have peace in that part of 
His Majesty’s dominions. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
the Colonial Secretary, referring to the 
£30,000,000 loan, quoted from his pre- 
decessor’s speech of 6th May, 1903, a 
certain condition, viz., that the con- 
tribution should be a voluntary under- 
taking. He should like to remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that his prede- 
cessor, during his tour in South Africa, 
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spoke of £70,000,000 or £100,000,000, 


which he considered was due by the 
colonies; and he proceeded further to 
claim £50,000,000. Therefore the argu- 
ment of the Colonial Secretary fell to 
the ground; and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Bristol was 
perfectly justified in speaking as strongly 
as he did in the matter. What they had 
to complain of was not a breach of 
faith between the Boers and this House, 
but between the Government and this 
House. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham asked 
directly and plainly for £35,000,000 as 
a loan on the distinct understanding 
that the first instalment of the £30,000,000 
would be received in 1904, and other 
instalments within a period of three 
years. He was quite sure that it 
was that assurance that induced the 
House to pass the proposal. He wished 
to ask the Colonial Secretary a ques- 
tion with reference to £1,250,000 due 
on account of the railways which 
were handed over to the civil Govern- 
ment at the end of the war. The matter 
was discussed twelve months ago, and 
they were then told by the officials of 
the War Office that it was an acknow- 
ledged debt, and that Lord Milner had 
acknowledged that this amount was due 
to the Home Government. Notwith- 
standing this, the other day the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in answering a Question 
of his, had said that the Home Government 
had only received £500,000, and that that 
amount had been accepted in full settle- 
ment of the claims. On what ground did 
the Colonial Government base their re- 
pudiation of that debt? Why should 
such a large sum be put on the shoulders 
of the British taxpayers in order to 
relieve the colonial taxpayer? The 
English taxpayer had to bear a heavy 
burden enough: and it should not be 
made heavier by these continual remis- 
sions on the part of the Colonial Office. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: That debt has 
never been acknowledged by the Trans- 
vaal, and it has never been acknowledged 
by me: £1,250,000 was claimed by the 
War Office from the Transvaal in respect, 
if I remember aright, of certain accretions 
to the value of the railway. If somebody 
said it was acknowledged—— 


Mr. Whitley. 
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Mr. WHITLEY: 


said so. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: They may have 
said so, but itis not so. The claim of the 
War Office was put forward on the footing 
that it had taken possession of the rail- 
ways in the Transvaal during the war, 
and added to those railways certain 
rolling stock and made certain branches 
which had increased their capital value, 
The value of those accretions was claimed 
as £1,250,000, and that was acknowledged. 
Perhaps sufficient precaution was not 
taken in stating that the word acknow- 
ledged meant that the sum of £1,250,000 
was acknowledged to be the sum due in 
respect of those accretions, unless there 
was any set-off against them. Now 
there was a set-off against them. It was 
that during the progress of the war the 
railways — for which the Transvaal 
Government had paid something like 
£14,000,000 on a footing that they were 
in perfectly good order—became by 
military user damaged to the extent of a 
very large sum of money. The position 
ultimately was that on the one side the 
War Office were asking for all benefit 
which accrued to the railways during 
their tenure, and on the other side were 
denying the burden which attached to 
them by reason of their damage. I do 
not think any reasonable man would 
admit that that was a solid position. 
Therefore a compromise was made, and 
the claim of £1,250,000 was reduced to 
£500,000, on grounds that I think were 
absolutely sound. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said the Committee was indebted to the 
right hon. Gentleman for his clear ex- 
planation of the position. He wished 
to ask whether the guarantee of the 
mineowners rested merely on the resolu- 
tion of the meeting, or was it ever reduced 
to any formal shape? Was it obligatory 
or voluntary, joint or several, or both? 
In the event of death or failure occurring 
among the guarantors, would the residue 
remain liable for the whole amount ? In 
short, what was the status of the guaran- 
tors ? 


The Government 





Mr. LYTTELTON: In my opinion— 
but the hon. Member is as well able to 
judge as I am—this is not a legal obliga- 
tion. It is a voluntary obligation which 
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would not, were the Government dis- | 
posed to sue, be one which we could 
enforce in law. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT : Is it in writ- 
ing ? 

Mr. LYTTELTON: It is not in writing 
beyond that set forth in the Blue-book. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said that the | 
result of the debate showed that the tax- | 
payer had been done out of £30,000,000, 
and the House of Commons had, under | 
false pretences, been induced to vote a | 
guarantee of £536,000,000. The moral 
was that they ought not to send a gentle- | 
man to discuss with the Transvaal who 
was a special friend of the Transvaalers | 
when he had to look after the interest 
of the taxpayers, although he might have 
a powerful and magnetic mind. It was 
his sole business to look after the tax- 
payers and not be humbugged by those 
people in Park Lane. He did not believe 
any business man in that House would 
give more than £5 for the chance of their 
getting any of that £30,000,000. He 
intended to divide the House, after they 
had got that Vote, against the whole 
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when the money was to be spent 
on naval and military matters that 
was in itself a sufficient reason for 
opposing the Vote. His confidence in 
the Government was not a question ol 
millions, it was not even a question of 
half-a-crown, and he would therefore 
fall back on the old constitutional pro- 
cedure that when a Member had no con- 
fidence in a Government he should do 
his best to turn them out. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 


he thought that the money spent 
refunded. 


Further there were a large number of 


|claims for damage, even from persons 


who fought with us during the war, 
which were still unpaid. There was one 
case to his own knowledge in which a 
colonist of standing, who fought on 
our side, had not yet been compensated 
for the destruction of his two farms 
by our own troops. He hoped that case 
would be settled without delay. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
proceeded, in pursuance of Standing 
Order No. 15, to put forthwith the Ques- 





Vote as a protest against the way the 
Government, in whom he had no con- 
fidence whatever, were 
money. If the Vote was bona fide to be | ¢jQ9,” 
devoted to the Civil Service it would carry | 
the Government on for five months, when 
the House would be breaking up; but | Noes, 206. 


AYES, 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | Crombie, John William 

Allen, Charles P. | Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Asquith, Rt Hon.HerbertHenry | Delany, William 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Bell, Richard | Dutfy, William J. 

Benn, John Williams | Duncan, J. Hastings 

Boland, John Edwards, Frank 

Brigg. John Ellice,Capt EC(S Andrw’sBghs) 
Bright, Allan Heywood Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Emmott, Alfred 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Fenwick, Charles 

Burke, E. Haviland Ffrench, Peter 

Burns, John Findlay, Alexander (Lanark, NE 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Caldwell, James Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Campbell, John (Armagh S.) Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Fuller, J. M. F. 

Cawley, Frederick | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Channing, Francis Allston Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Cheetham, John Frederick | Griffith, Ellis J. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Clancy, John Joseph | Hardie,J.Keir (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Harrington, Timothy 








tions necessary to dispose of the Vote. 


; | Question put, “That Item, Class 2 
getting that | Vote 6 (Colonial Office), be reduced by 


The Committee divided; Ayes, 143: 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.(Accringto. 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 








Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tepperary, N.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Reddy, M. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte_ 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel. - 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hon.Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt.Hn GeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJ.A.(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. 
Colomb,Rt Hon. Sir John C.R 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
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Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 


NOES. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J (Mance’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B. (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredrk. 
Gordon,Hn. J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Halsey, Rt Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nerry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris,F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,Sir James(StaffordsN.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside) 
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Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E. R ) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur W. (N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 

Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 


Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon- Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col.W 
Kerr, John ‘ 

Keswick, Willigm 

King. Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn.H. L. W. (Mile End 
Lawson, J. Grant( Yorks. N.R. 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead 
Legge, Col. Hen. Heneage 
Levescn-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwoecd, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,$ 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cum.b. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Frencis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian k 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas ; 
Mitchell, Fdw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.} 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herl ert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
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Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) | 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
tankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
fenwick, George 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen. Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William : 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn Sir H. 
Jagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
dain, Colonel James Robert 
Jalearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
janner, John S. Harmood- 
sentinck, Lord Henry C. 
signold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

3ingham, Lord 

slundell, Colonel Henry 
sond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith 
srodrick, Rt Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

a Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chi amberlain, Rt. Hn.J. A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colomb, 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


put— 


Rt. Hon. Sir John C. R | 


| Ridley, S. Forde 
| Robertson, Herb. (Hac kney) 
| Rollit, Sir’ Albert Kaye 

Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Ruthe srford, John (Lane -ashire 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford) 
| Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew) 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Smith, HC (North’mbTyneside) 
| Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
| | Ste wart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
| | Stock, James Henry 
| Stroyan, John 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Talbot, Rt. HnJ.G (Oxf’d Univ. 

| | Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 


| Noes, 138. 


AYES. 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (¢ ‘hatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S. (Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredrk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 3 
Tuff, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt Hn Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. N. W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. ei Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.( Mile End) 
Lawson, John Grant(YorksN.R 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C.( Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Massey-Mainmaring, Hn. W.F. 


| Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
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Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

— Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
3urke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J, Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt. EC.S.(Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Faller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn Herbert John 


Civil Services and Revenue 
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| Ratcliff, R. F. 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Co. 8. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C.(North‘mbTyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredrk. 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Johnson, John 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
| Lamont, Norman 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 





Departments Estimates, 
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Talbot, RtHn.J.G. (Oxf’dUniy. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia 


Norman, Henry 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid. 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Malley, William 


| O’Mara, James 


| Runciman, 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Reddy, M. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 


| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Seely, Maj.J.E. B. (Isle of Wight 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Sheehy, David 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Slack, John 
| Smith, 


Sinclair, John (Fortarshire) 
Bamford 
Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan.,E.) 


| Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


Thomson, F. W. (York W. R. 


Tomkinson, James 


| Toulmin, George 
| Trevelyan Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T- 
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Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, ER.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Wood, James 
Young, Samuel 





And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- | 
man left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Wednes- 
day ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
to a Select Committee. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


*Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 
ActanD-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) moved that the Committee of 
Public Accounts consist of fifteen mem- 
bers; that Sir F. Banbury, Mr. Blake, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, Mr. 
\. Cavendish, M. Cohen, Mr. C. Corbett, 
Sir T. Esmonde, Mr. Goddard, Sir B. 
Gurdon, Sir A. Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, 


{20 Marcu 1905} 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney | Wills,Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) | 





Sir R. Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. | 
Yerburgh be members of the Committee ; | 
that the Committee have power to send | 
for persons, papers, and records ; that | 
five be the quorum. | 
| 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Committee of Public Accounts 
do consist of Fifteen Members.” 





The Committee was accordingly nomin- 
ated of, Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr. 
Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Cohen, Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 
Mr. Goddard, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Sir 
Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir 
Robert Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. 
Yerburgh. 


That the Committee have power to send 





for persons, papers and records, 


“That Five be the quorum.”—(Sir A, | 
Acland-Hood.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr- 
Lough and Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham) 





Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he did not wish to oppose the 
Motion ; but would ask whether, after 


| the appointment of this Committee, an 


opportunity would be given for an early 
discussion of the stores question. Would 
the Committee discuss the stores account 
and give the House an early Report upon 
it ? 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said that, as 
regarded the discussion by the whole 
House, the Prime Minister had already 
promised a day for the discussion of the 
Report. As regarded the way in which 
the discussion was taken before the 
Accounts Committee, that was a matter 
for the Committee to settle themselves. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
discussion on the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General— 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the present dis- 
cussion was not in order on this question. 
The hon. Member had better ask a Ques- 
tion of the Leader of the House on the 
subject to-morrow. 


*Str A. ACLAND-HOOD said that the 

Public Accounts Committee would pro- 
bably take a considerable time to ex- 
amine the accounts and report to the 
House. But he understood that the 
Prime Minister did not intend to withhold 
from the House the opportunity of dis- 
cussing the subject until the Committee 
reported. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Ordered, That the Committee of Public 
Accounts do consist of Fifteen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of—Sir Frederick Banbury, Mr, 
Blake, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Buchanan, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish, Mr. Cohen, Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, Sir Thomas Esmonde, 








Adjournment 


Mr. Goddard, Sir Brampton Gurdon, Sir 
Arthur Hayter, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Sir 
Robert Mowbray, Mr. Pym, and Mr. 
Yerburgh. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Sir A, Acland-Hood.) 


NEW BILLS. 


NURSES AND PRIVATE NURSING HOMES 
(REGISTRATION). 

Bill to provide for the better training 
and registration of Nurses and for the 
voluntary registration of Private Nursing 
Homes, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Claude Hay, Sir Arthur Bignold, and 
Mr. H. D. Green. 


NURSES AND PRIVATE NURSING HOMES 
(REGISTRATION) BILL. 

“To provide for the better training 
and registration of Nurses and for the 
voluntary registration of Private Nursing 
Homes,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 110.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham- 
shire, Rusheliffe) said he concluded 


that, as the House had let the Public 
Accounts Committee pass, it was quite 
understood that the Prime Minister would 
give a day for the discussion of the com- 
missariat scandals independently and 
without waiting for the Committee’s Re- 


port. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) said he wished to ask whether 


on Wednesdav evening the Government | 
intended to give a definite decision 
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—aye or no—on the Resolution of 
his hon. friend the Member for Argyll, 
He had asked a similar Question with 
reference to the Motion of the hon, 
Member for Oldham, and the Patronage 
Secretary complained that he had not 


o} the House, 


received notice of it, and could not, 
therefore, reply. On this occasion, how- 
ever, he had been given notice; and 


he trusted the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man would be able to give a definite and 
straightforward reply. The Government 
had three courses open to them. They 
could leave the question open; and, 
as it was a private Member’s night, and 
a private Member’s Motion, the House 
of Commons might be permitted to give 
a decision on the matter. If that course 
were adopted—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
now discussing the Motion on the Paper. 


Mr. SOARES said he would not press 
the matter further; but he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would give a definite 
reply. 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said that if 
the hon. Member was in his place on 
Wednesday he would learn the intentions 
of the Government. 


SOMALILAND. 

*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George's, Han- 
over Square) asked the Under-Secretary 
‘of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
had any information regarding an agree- 
ment said to have been concluded 
between the Italian Government and 
the Mullah, Muhammed Abdullah, and 
if so whether he could communicate the 

terms of such agreement to the House. 


%.THe UNDER -'SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8): Yes, sir, we have 
| received a telegram from Genera] Swayne 
informing us that the Mullah has sent a 
deputation to Berbera to conclude peace. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 21st March, 1905. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Earl of Devon sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his grandfather. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





DONOVAN’S DIVORCE BILL 
Bill to dissolve the marriage of Alice 
Edith Donovan, the wife of Daniel 
Augustine Donovan, with the said Daniel 


[H.L. |. 


Augustine Donovan, and to enable her to | 


marry again, and for other purposes. 
Presented (on petition), and a copy of the 
proceedings in, and of the Decree of 
Divorce of, the King’s Bench Division 
(Matrimonial) of the High Court of Justice 
in Ireland, delivered (on oath) ; Bill read 
Hae 


DONOVAN’S DIVORCE BILL [u.1.]. 


Petition of Alice Edith Donovan pray- 
ing that a duly attested copy of the Bill 
may b : transmitted by registered letter 
to Messrs. Lawrence Jones and Company, 
of Cape Coast Castle, Solicitors, and that 
the attendance of a representative of the 
said Messrs. Lawrence Jones and Com- 
pany before this House to prove personal 
service of the copy of the Bill, notice of 
Second Reading, and of the usual orders 
of this House on the said Daniel Augustine 
Donovan may be dispensed w ith, and | 
that an affidavit of a representative of the. 
sald Messrs. Lawrence Jones and Com- 
pany, carrying on business at Cape Coast 
Castle, of such personal service sworn be- 
fore a istrict Commissioner of the Gold | 
Coast may 


sufficient proof of such service. Pre- 


sented, and ordered to be taken into con- | 


sideration on Friday next. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 


House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate | 
from the Examiners that the Standing | 


Urders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :—Malvern | 
Water. 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
VOL. 


CXLIL1. 'Fourrn Sertks.] x 


be deemed to be good and | 


RCH 1905} Petitions. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the peti- 
tion for additional provision in the Great 
Central Railway Bill [H.L.]. ought to be 
dispensed with, and leave given to the 
Committee on the Bill to insert the ad- 
ditional provision. 
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Read, and agreed to. 


Llandrindod Wells 
Council Bill [H.L.]. Read 2* (according 
to order), and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


Urban _ District 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [#.1.]. 
The CuairMAN of ComMITTEES informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The orders made on the 
6th and 7th instant, discharged, and 
Bill committed. 

Marylebone Chapels Bill [u.t.]; Tralee 
Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]; Metro- 
politan istrict Railwav Bill [H.-L]; 
Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
[H.L.]; Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) 
Rill. Reported, with Amendments. 


Entre Rios Railways Bill [u.1.]; 
Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [H.L.]; 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill [#.1.J]. Reported, 


without Amendment. 


Clyde Navigation Bill [H.L.]; Clyde 
Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [#.1.]; 
Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [#.L.]; Barry 
Railway Bill [H.1.]; Cardiff Railway Bill 
[u.L.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L.]; 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [H.-L.]. 
| Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Drogheda be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
| Committee on the said Bills im the place 
'of the Lord Monson; read, and agreed 


| to. 


| Local Government Provisional Orders 
|(No. 1) Bill; to be printed. (No. 33.) 


PETITIONS 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [u.1.]. 


of Bradford 


| Petition in favour of; 
| read, and ordered t» 


Trades Unionists ; 
\ lie on the Table. 


X 1 .i<4 ! - 4 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, FTC. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3329. Servia. Presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 


BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 


(The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair.) 
Clause 1. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD moved 
to add the following sub-sections in 
Clause 1 :—(4) In any prosecution under 
this Act evidence shall not be admissible 
to show that any such gift or considera- 
tion as is mentioned in this section is 
customary in any trade or calling ; (5) 
For the purposes of this Act where it is 
shown that any such gift or consideration 
as in this section mentioned has been 
taken, given, or offered without the 
assent of the principal, the burden of 
proving that such gift or consideration 
was not taken, given, or offered corruptly 
shall he on the accused. 


He explained that this Amendment 
was not really his own. When the Bill 
was under consideration in 1904 a ques- 
tion was raised as to the meaning of the 
word “corruptly” at the commence- 
ment of the clause, and which governed 
the whole clause. It was suggested 
that there would be a difficulty in con- 
struing the word, and on that being 
pointed out to the Lord Chancellor 
the noble and learned Lord met the 
objection by proposing that the word 
‘corruptly’ should be defined more 
strictly by the two sub-sections he (Lord 
James) now brought forward. The sub- 
sections provided that in any prosecution 
under this Act evidence should not be 
admissible to show that any such gift 
or consideration as was mentioned in the 
section was customary in any trade‘or 


{LORDS} 


Corruption Bill. 588 


calling ; and also that for the purposes 
of the Act, where it was shown that any 
such gift or consideration as in this 
section mentioned had been taken, given, 
or offered without the assent of the prin- 
cipal, the burden of proving that such 
gift or consideration was not taken, 
given, or offered corruptly should lie 
on the accused. Those sub-sections which 
his noble and learned friend the Lord 
Chancellor offered, and which were 
accepted, controlled the word “ cor- 
ruptly,” and he (Lord James) had only 
copied his noble and learned friend’s 
words in his Amendment. He hoped 
that in the circumstances the Amendment 
would be accepted. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 1, page 2, line 11, after the word 
‘ Act’ to insert the paragraphs— 

‘(4) In any prosecution under this Act evidence 
shall not be admissible to show that any such 
gift or consideration as is mesitioned in this 
section is customary in any trade or calling. 

‘(5) For the purposes of this Act where it 
is shown that any such gift or consideration as 
in this section mentioned has been taken, given, 
or offered without the assent of the principal, 
the burden of proving that such gift or considera- 
tion was not taken, given, or offered corruptly 
shall lie on the accused.’ ”°—(Lord Jams of 


Hereford.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I am afraid 
I must object to the introduction of 
the sub-sections contained in the Amend- 
ment, because I believe it is equal to 
moving that the Bill be read this day 
six months. I do not disavow that the 
object with which these words were 
designed was a good one, and I should 
have been glad to give effect to the 
Amendment, but it cannot be doubted 
that the sub-sections have created, and 
are still likely to create, opposition else- 
where. In the interests of the passing 
of the measure I adopted, with one ex- 
ception, all the Amendments that the 
Grand Committee made in the Bill in 
the House of Commons. I cannot help 
feeling that if your Lordships were now 
to reintroduce sub-sections which the 
Grand Committee struck out, the fate of 
the Bill would be tolerably certain. I 
am extremely anxious that the Bill, 
which has now been brought before 
Parliament for the third time, should pass, 
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even at the sacrifice of what may be re- 
garded as a more perfect form of words. 
If it is found in practice hereafter that 
there is any difficulty owing to the lack 
of the words suggested by my noble and 
learned friend it will be possible to try 
to amend the measure. I do think, 
in view of the consensus of opinion that 
some legislation is absolutely necessary 
on the subject, it being clear that the 
amount of corruption is increasing day 
by day, a special effort should be made 
to pass this measure, even though we 
cannot adopt what would be regarded as 
the most perfect form of words. I am 
not alone in that opinion. I have here 
two letters which, with your Lordships’ 
permission, I will read. The first is 
from the Law Society in London, and is 
as follows— 

n . .—_ 

“My Lord,— The Council of the Law Society 
observe that Lord James of Hereford has moved 
Amendments to the Prevention of Corruption 
Bill, the effect of which appears to be (1) To ex- 
clude evidence of custom to rebut a charge of 
corruption and to relieve the prosecution from 
the burden of proof of corruption in certain 
cases; (2) To mike unnecessary the Attorney- 
General’s consent to prosecutions. 

The Council hope that your Lordship will see 
your way to oppose these Amendments. There 
appears to be no special reason why prosecu- 
tions under the Act should not be conducted 
in accordance with the existing law as to 
evidence. It is impossible to say now that there 
may not be a case in which evidence of custom 
would be material, and if such a case should 
arise it would be unjust that evidence of custom 
should be excluded. Nothing would tend more 
to discredit the Act than a conviction obtained 
owing to the statutory exclusion of material 
evidence. 

The Attorney-General’s consent to prosgecu- 
tions under this Act has been almost universally 
approved of, and without such protection the 
interests of the public cannot be protected 
agiinst malicious and blackmailing proceed- 


ings.” 


That letter is signed by the president. 
The second letter I have received is from 
the Incorporated Law Society of Liver- 
pool, and is as follows— 


“My Lord,—The Prevention of Corruption 
Bill has been under consideration by the Com- 
mittee of the Liverpool Law Society, and as 
introduced by your Lordship into the House 
of Lords it has their entire approval. 


The attention of the Committee has, however, 
been called to certain Amendments which it is 
understood will be moved by Lord James of 
Hereford, and the effect of which, if adopted, 
would be—(1) to render evidence of custom in 
any trade or calling inadmissible in the case 
of a prosecution under the Act; (2) to throw 
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upon the accused the onus of proving that any 
gift taken, given, or offered without the assent 
of the principal was not taken, given, or offered 
corruptly ; and (3) to strike out the clause 
providing for the Attorney or Solicitor-General’s 
fiat being obtained. 


The Committee feel very strongly that these 
Amendments are open to the gravest objec- 
tion for the following reasons. The effect of 
the Bill is to create a statutory crime, and 
as the word “ corruptly’ governs the offence 
aimed at by the Bill, evidence of a custom 
known generally to both principal and agent 
may often have a vital bearing upon the ques- 
tion of corrupt motive. It would be most 
unfair to the accused to deprive the Court in 
which the charge is to be heard from giving 
sich weight as it may think fit to evidence of 
this character. The payment or receipt of a 
commission such as was expressly authorised 
by Section 10 (1) of the National Debt (Conver- 
sion) Act, 1888, where it would often be im- 
possible to obtain or produce evidence of the 
formal assent of the principal, might involve 
the conviction, followed by fine or imprisonment, 
of a person perfectly innocent in intent. 


The proposed Amendment throwing upon the 
accused the onus of proving his innocence would, 
in the opinion of the Committee, destroy the 
effect of the word “‘ corruptly ” in Clause 1 (1). 
It is of the essence of the Bill that a gift should 
in the first instance be proved to be corrupt. 
This is in accordance with the spirit of English 
law, and grave injustice might result from 
throwing the onus upon the accused of proving 
his innocence possibly years after the event, 
when evidence may be difficult or impossible to 
obtain. Perhaps the strongest objection to 
this proposal is that it would give most dangerous 
facilities to blackmailing charges. 


The Committee are strongly of opinion that 
the provision requiring the fiat of the Attorney 
General or Solicitor-General to the prosecution 
should be retained. This would be an obviously 
inadequate provision if the onus were thrown 
upon the accused of proving his innocence. 
Even under the Bill as introduced it would 
only partially safeguard innocent persons 
against charges which unscrupulous persons 
would find so easy to make, and which would 
often be so difficult for an innocent person to 
rebut. 


It must not be forgotten that the mere 
formulating of a charge is calculated to very 
seriously injure an innocent person, especially 
in the case of a professional man, and anything 
which in any way facilitates blackmailing is 
strongly to be deprecated. 


The Bill as introduced must command the 
sympathy and approval of all who are desirous 
of seeing the great evil of secret commissions 
effectually grappled with. The introduction 
of such provisions as are indicated in the pro- 
posed Amendments are, however, so manifestly 
unfair that they would not only rouse strenuous 
opposition to the Bill but would, if the Bill 
becomes law, go far to destroy the moral effect 
of the Act. Such an Act, to be effective, must 
accord with a general sense of justice. If it 
goes beyond this it is foredoomed to failure. 


X 2 
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The Committee therefore trust that the Bill 
may be allowed to become law without amend- 
ment.” 

That letter is also signed by the president 
of the society. The views of two such 
bodies as the Law Society of London and 
the Law Society of Liverpool must com- 
mand wide attention, and I believe that 
if the Amendments standing in the name 
of the noble and learned Lord, particu- 
larly the one with which we are at present 
concerned, are passed, the Bill will never 
become law. For these reasons I must 
resist the Amendment. 


Prevention of 


Lorp AVEBURY said that if 
understood the Lord Chancellor correctly 
he was most distinctly in favour of the 
Amendment moved by Lord James, but | 
opposed it on the ground that it would 
probably prevent the Bill from passing | 
into law. He, for one, and, he believed, 
the commercial community generally, | 
would rather get half a loaf than none at 
all; but, at the same time, 
very great doubt as to what the word 
“ corruptly’? meant. Suppose an agent, 
acting for his principal, took a commission, 


or suppose a housekeeper took a commis- | 


sion from a shopkeeper, in both cases with- 
out the knowledge of the principal, would 
that secret commission be punishable 
under the clause? If the word “ cor- 
ruptly ’ would prevent its being punished, 
so far as they in the City of London were 
concerned the Bill would have nothing 
like the good effect which thev 
hoped it would have. It might be true 
that two or three years ago the Grand Com- 
mittee in another place threw out these 
particular words, but he believed there 
had been a great advance of 


among the commercial community since | 
that time, and he could not help feeling | 
that if the words were inserted and the | 


Bill went again before the Grand Com- 
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*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD wished 
to explain that the Law Societies should 
have turned their wrath, not on himself, 
but on the Lord Chancellor, for the sub- 
sections in the Amendment were not his. 
They were drawn up by the Lord Chan- 
cellor in order te get rid of the difficulties 
which everyone foresaw would arise, and 
were accepted last year as a solution of a 
very great difficulty. But the Bill of 
1903 did not contain these sub-sections ; 
it went to the Standing Committee with- 
out them. Last year the Bill went down 
to the other House with the sub-sections 
in it, but never went before the Standing 
Committee. He thought the noble and 
/learned Lord would find, on investiga- 
| tion, that the sub-sections had never been 
| struck out by the Committee of the other 
| House at all. He differed from the Lord 
Chancellor in thinking that the insertion 
| of these sub-sections would prevent the 
| Bill passing through the other House. 
| His own view was that they would facili- 
tate the passage of the Bill; but, in the 
circumstances, he would not press his 
| Amendment. 





THe Ear HALSBURY: I am 
much obliged to my noble and learned 
friend for what he has said. I only rise 
to put myself right with your Lordships. 
I have not had the opportunity of verify- 
ing what I said a year ago, but I think 
it is hardly likely I ‘should have made the 
mistake he suggests. I find that a year 
ago I said— 


OF 


| ‘Your Lordships are familiar with the 
| provisions of this Bill. I have taken means 
| to ascertain the reception which the Bill met 
| with in the House of Commons, and I have 
| accepted, with one exception, the Amendments 
| which were made in Grand Committee.” 
| 
| 
| 


I have not verified that statement since, 
but I can hardly believe I was mistaken 
in making it. 


mittee, there was every prospect that | 


the Grand Committee would allow them 
to stand. But if the Grand Committee 
did throw the sections out the House 
of Lords would have done its best in the 
matter by inserting them, and the Grand 
Committee of the other House would 
have to take the responsibility of their 
omission. Therefore, so far as he was 
concerned, he would have been glad 
it the noble and learned Lord could have 
seen his way to accept the Amendment. 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said the 
would hand a copy of the Bill in question 
to his noble and learned friend, who would 
see that it did not contain the sub-sections 
the insertion of which he now moved as 
an Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee 
withdrawn. 





Clause 1 agreed to. 
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Clause 2: 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD moved 
to omit Sub-section | of Clause 2, which 
provided that a prosecution for an offence 
under this Act shall not be instituted 
without the consent of the Attorney- 
General or Solicitor-General. He hoped 
the House would realise what that pro- 
vision meant. However slight the 
offence, a person wishing to pr. ceed under 
the Bill and prosecute, say, his domestic 
servant or agent where a small commis- 
sion had been received, would be unable 
to proceed without the fiat of the Attor- 
ney-General. First of all affidavits would 
have to be obtained; those affidavits 
would have to be drawn up by a solicitor ; 
the solicitor would then have to instruct 
his London agent, who, in turn, would 
proceed to the Avcorney-General’s cham- 
bers and submit them to the Attorney- 
General. He thought it extremely unfair 
to all parties that this obstacle to 
instituting proceedings should be inserted. 
The charge would be made on ex parte 
affidavits. There was no appearance of 
the accused before the Attorney-General. 
This provision would act as a_ great 
deterrent to any prosecution unless the 
aniount involved was a large and serious 
one. Lvery subject in this country hada 
night to make an application to a magis- 
trate, and having done so to prefer a bill of 
indictment to a Grand Jury. Why should 
this right be taken way under this Bill ¢ 


His noble and learned friend the Lord 
Chancellor had said that blackmailing 
was likely to take place if they did not 
have such a provision. They had had 
recent legislation on many matters in 
connection with which blackmailing un- 
doubtedly went on, but the fiat of the 
Attorney-General had not been intro- 
duced. He ventured to think that this 
provision would lead to an increase of 
blackmailing, for a prosecutor could go 
to the Attorney-General, and, on an ex 
parte statement, get a fiat. He would 
then be able to shake it in the face of 
the person accused and say: “I have 
got the Attorney - General’s fiat and 
have you in my power. If I tell 
the magistrates I have got the Attorney- 
Genera]’s fiat they will think that it 
is a charge of great importance.” 
He would be able to say that the 
matter rested in his hands, because he 
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could stop the case if it was made worth 

his while. The- Attorney-General’s fiat 
would be one of the greatest instruments 
in the hands of the blackmailer. The 
Lord Chancellor had said that the sub- 
sections contained in the Amendment he 
(Lord James of Hereford) had moved to 
Clause | had been rejected in the House of 
Commons, and that if they were inserted 
now the Bill would be thrown out; but 
he would point out that this clause 
providing for the fiat of the Attorney- 
General went down to the House of 
Commons in 1903, and was submitted 
to the Standing Committee on Law, and, 
though supported by the full power of 
the Government and the Attorney- 
General, was rejected on the Motion of a 
Unionist Member, the Motion being 
supported by nine members of the Bar, 
including such men as Mr. Alfred Lyttel- 
ton, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Lawson 
Walton, and others. The clause was 
struck out in the Standing Committee. 
Last year the Bill went down again 
with the clause in it, and the intimation 
was given to those who introduced the 
Bill that if they persisted in that clause 
the Bill could not proceed, and he was 
informed that it was in consequence of 
the Attorney-General’s fiat being re- 
tained that the Bill was never proceeded 
with. He assured the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack that he would 
never secure the passage of the Bill 
through the House of Commons if he 
persisted in this clause. He did not 
think anything had happened since 1905 
to make the Attorney-General’s fiat 
more popular with the House of Commons. 
Last year, when this matter was discussed 
in the Standing Committee of their 
Lordships’ House, the Lord Chancellor 
referred personally to Lord Avebury, 
and asked him what the commercial 
world thought of it. Lord Avebury 
informed the Lord Chancellor that the 
commercial world were all against this 
clause, and the Lord Chancellor said he 
would try and find some equivalent. 
He (Lord James) regretted that this year 
an equivalent had not been found. 


Amendment moved— 

“To leave out sub-section (1) of Clause 2.” — 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 

Lorp AVEBURY said they were so 
much indebted to the Lord Chancellor 
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for again introducing the Bill this year 
that he would be very sorry to do anything 
to impede its passage into law; but he 
could not help feeling that if the noble 
and learned Lord had seen his way to 
accept the Amendment moved by Lord 
James of Hereford the Bill would be much 
more useful. This was not so much a 
question of law as one of practice. The 
bankers were at first disposed to think 
that the introduction of the Attorney- 
General's fiat might prevent some cases 
of blackmail, but on further consideration 
they came to the conclusion that the 
fears of blackmailing had been very 
much exaggerated, and that it would 
probably be found there was very little 
need for apprehension on that score. On 
the other hand, considering the great 
number of small cases, it did seem that 
the introduction of the Attorney-General’s 
fiat would prevent the Bill coming into 
operation in ninety-nine cases out of 
every hundred. When they came to 
great cases, such as that of Whitaker 
Wright, no doubt the intervention of the 
Attorney-General was quite right and 
proper; but what they had hoped was 
that this Bill would lead to an immense 
number of small frauds being dealt with, 
but that could hardly be accomplished 
if the machinery was made so complex, 
difficult. and expensive as it would be 
under the clause as it stood. They could 
not help thinking that the Bill would 
be much more useful if the provision was 
omitted. Take, for instance, the case of 
the acceptance of secret commissions by 
servants. Was it really to be suggested 
that the Attorney-General would look 
into cases of that kind? If he did not 
look into them, but gave his fiat for a 
trial without investigation, then, indeed, 
a great scope for blackmailing was opened 
up. Then there was the question of 
custom. He was afraid that secret com- 
missions had, in some trades, almost be- 
come a custom, and it was because they 
wished to strike a blow at, and eradicate 
that custom, that they wished to see this 
Bill come into operation. Therefore, he 
hoped the noble and learned Lord would 
see his way to accept the Amendment ; 
but, if he did not, they would rather 
take the Bill as it stood than not get it 
at all. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR: I am 
extremely sorry | am unable to accept 

Lord Avebury. 
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the Amendment. After serious con- 
sideration, extending over a number of 
years, I cannot consent to give up the 
protection which I feel to be absolutely 
necessary for the public against black- 
mailing. My noble and learned friend 
talked of the right of the public to pre- 
sent a bill of indictment. Neither Scot- 
land nor Ireland knows anything about 
private prosecutions. There they must 
be conducted by officers of the law, and 
so great was the scandal arising in Eng- 
land from the power of presenting 
indictments to Grand Juries that an Act 
of Parliament was passed, when | was 
young at the Bar, prohibiting people 
presenting an indictment before a Grand 
Jury without a preliminary inquiry 
before a magistrate. My noble and 
learned friend has been Attorney - 
General himself, and has had a_ very 
distinguished career as Attorney-General, 


to] 
and J cannot understand why he 
should distrust the Attorney - General 
so much. I do not suppose any At- 


torney-General would give his fiat tor a 
prosecution without seeing the parties. 
He would not give leave to prosecute 
without any inquiry into the matter. 
Therefore, | think that part of my noble 
friend’s observations may be dismissed. 
When I was Solicitor-General I was 
frequently called upon to give a fiat in 
certain cases, but I never considered that 
my duty was done until I had fully in- 
quired into each case. I think the last 
place a person, who wanted to get a pro- 
secution simply in order to solicit black- 
mail, would go to, would be the 
Attorney - General’s chambers. ‘The 
danger of blackmail is a real one. and 
one which ought to be provided against. 
I did sav I would try and find some sub- 
stitute for this provision. I have given 
a great deal of. thought to the matter, 
and can find no substitute for the 
Attorney-General’s fiat Therefore, | am 
afraid, | must adhere to the clause. 


Lord DAVEY was sorry to hear the 
decision at which the Lord Chancellor 
had arrived. Though not an absolute 
novelty, the provision in question was not 
to be found in the case of other offences 
which equally lent themselves to black- 
mail. Blackmail might exist wherever 
a person had it in his power to charge 
another with any criminal offence, but 
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they had not found it necessary to provide 
that no prosecution should be commenced 
in such cases without the fiat of the At- 
torney-Greneral. He did not know of any 
case, except that of the Corrupt Practices 
Act, where such a fiat was required in 
order to commence a prosecution. The 
Lord Chancellor had said that the sub- 
sections which Lord James of Hereford 
wished to introduce in Clause 1 had been 
struck out by the Grand Committee of 
the House of Commons, and that was 
used as a strong argument for not insist- 
ing on the insertion of the sub-sections 
in the present Bill. But it had been 
pointed out by his noble and learned 
friend, in moving the present Amend- 
ment, that this clause requiring the con- 
sent of the Attorney-General had also been 
before the House of Commons in two 
successive sessions, had been carefully 
considered in the Standing Committee on 
Law. and had been struck out. The 
majority of the lawyers in the House of 
Commons were opposed to the clause. 
He did not think any necessity had been 
shown for introducing it into the Bill, 
and he anticipated that if the Bill went 
down to the House of Commons with this 
clause in it, it would be again struck out. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD pointed 
out that there was no precedent for set- 
ting up the fiat of the Attorney-General 
in regard to cases before magistrates 
sitting in petty sessions, who could 
only impose sentences of summary con- 
viction. That was a perfect innovation 
in law, and would constitute a great 
obstacle to the working of this Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn, 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4: 


*Lorp MUSKERRY said that when 
this Bill was before their Lordships last 
vear he drew the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor to the fact that the instruc- 
tions of many shipowners to their cap- 
tains were not that they were not to take 
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they received were to be handed over to 
the managing owners, and a few days 
afterwards the noble and learned Lord 
brought in an Amendment to meet that 
evil. Another point had since arisen which 
he could best put before their Lordships 
by quoting a case which had occurred 
recently. A captain in the service 
of Messrs. Leylands, of Liverpool, came 
to grief with his spars in bad weather 
and had to put into Los Angeles. The 
junior owner, Mr. Winter, found fault 
with the captain for too much expendi- 
ture in the repairs, and told him he was 
to go, he having signed an agreement that 
his employment should be terminable 
with seven days’ notice. When he asked 
for the money that was due to him the 
captain was told that he must go back to 
Liverpool for it. He was stranded and 
had to borrow money to return to Liver- 
pool. When he reached that port he 
went to the office and asked for his money. 
He was told that he could not have it, 
and must wait till they communicated 
with the captain who had replaced him. 
The result was that a writ was issued, 
and Messrs. Leylands applied before a 
Judge in Chambers to have the case ad- 
journed until they could communicate 
with the captain who was then on the 
ship. The Judge refused, stating that 
everything was perfectly clear. He 
treated the case as a hearing in Court 
and gave a verdict for the plaintiff with 
costs. What he wished to draw their 
Lordships’ attention to was this, that 
it was a habit among shipowners when 
captains were dismissed to refuse to 
settle and keep them hanging on until 
finally the captain, coming near starva- 
tion point, had to accept a moiety of what 
was due to him. He did not think the 
money saved in that way went into the 
pockets of the shareholders, but into the 
pocket of the managing owner. He 
stated this case in the hope that some 
Member of their Lordships’ House would, 
on the Third Reading of the Bill, bring 
forward an Amendment which would 
meet it. 


* Clause 4 agreed to.4 


Bill reported without Amendment, and 
re-committed to the Standing Committee. 
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MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT (1882) 


AMENDMENT BILL [n.1.] ; PRIZE 
COURTS BILL [u.1.]; NAVAL PRIZE 
BILL [u.1.]. 


House in Committee (according to 
order) ; Bills reported without Amend- 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


THE CASE OF THE s.s 
INNERDALE.” 
*Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they have lodged any claim 
for pecuniary compensation for the 
families of the captain, officers, and other 
members of the crew of the British 
steamer “ Baron Innerdale,” who, after 
the stranding of that vessel, were 
treacherously murdered within the 
domains of the Sultan of Museat; and, 
if not, whether, in justice to the relatives 
of the murdered men, and for the pro- 
tection of the crews of British ships, 
they will take into consideration the ad- 
visability of laying such a claim. I 
understand that there may be difficulties 
in the way of getting compensation. What 
I would suggest is that if it is not thought 
advisable or if it would be too expensive 
for His Majesty’s Government to obtain 
satisfaction from the potentate in whose 
domains these British subjects were 
murdered, His Majesty’s Government 
might themselves consider whether they 
could not make some grant to assist 

the relatives of these murdered sailors. 


* BARON 


“e 


*THeE UNDER -SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Marquess of 
Batu): My Lords, the facts with regard 
to this case are as follows :—On August 
2nd the steamship, “ Baron Innerdale,” 
stranded near Kuria Muria Island. On 
August 6th —four days later—the captain 
and officers and a large number of the 
crew left the ship in two lifeboats, and 
about eleven days after that a passing 
steamer, the s.s. “‘ Prome,” rescued the 
remainder of the crew who had stayed 
on board. Of the two lifeboats that 
put away from the stranded vessel one 
has never been heard of. With regard 
to the other one, rumours reached the 
Government of India that her crew had 
been massacred somewhere on the coast, 
and after considerable difficulty the scene 
of the outrage was identified, the Sultan 
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of Muscat affording every facility and 
himself proceeding to the scene of the 
murder. The result of the inquiries 
which were made and of the assistance 


'which the ruler afforded us was, shortly, 


that the ringleader and nine of the 
murderers were executed on the scene 
of the murder. A number of other 
members of the guilty tribes, whose com- 
plicity in the murder was proved, are 
imprisoned at Muscat. The local sheikh 
has been removed, and the Sultan of 
Muscat has undertaken, with a view to 
preventing a repetition of similar out- 
rages, to keep a guard of Muscat troops 
on the island during the south-west 
monsoon. The question of compensation 
about which the noble Lord asks me a 
question, was, I need not assure your 
Lordships, carefully considered by the 
Secretary of State in cons:iltation with 
his advisers and with’ the authorities 


on the spot, and I regret to say 
that it was found impracticable to 


recover any appreciable amount from 
the tribes concerned. Some oi them 
were too poor to pay anything, and others 
were in such a position of inaccessibility 
that it would have taken a considerable 
expedition to recover the sum. On the 
other hand, my Lords, in view of the 
goodwill which he had shown and of his 
prompt and energetic action in helping 
us to discover and punish the murderers, 
it was not felt advisable to press the 
Sultan of Muscat on this matter. I 
might add that while we know from traces 
that were discovered that one boat's 
crew were murdered, we have no intelli- 
gence of the fate of the other, which I 
am afraid must have perished. We also 
have no knowledge as to which crew 
it was which was murdered, and it would 
be impossible, under those circumstances, 
to allocate any sums even if we were able 
to get them. 


THE NAVY AND THE ADMIRALTY. 

*Ear~t SPENCER, in rising “to call 
attention to the statements of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty of December 6th, 
1904, and February 14th, 1905, and to 
move for Papers,” said: My Lords, in 
making the remarks of which I have given 
notice, I think I may claim for myself 
that never at any time, whether in office 
at the Admiralty or since, in the House 
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or out of it, have I discussed naval matters 
in a personal or Party sense. In former 
days the conduct of business at the Ad- 
miralty was occasionally actuated by 
Party motives, but I am glad to say 
that of late years this has not been the 
case. What we aim at to-day at the Ad- 
miralty is to do our utmost to secure the 
sufficiency and efficiency of the Navy, 
to enable them to fulfil their heavy re- 
sponsibilities to the nation, to preserve 
the commerce of the nation, the country 
itself, and its great dependencies all over 
the world. 


The noble Earl, who may to-day ad- 
dress the House probably for the last 
time as First Lord of the Admiralty, in 
his Statement accompanying the Esti- 
mates of the year informs us that the 
Estimates for the year 1905-6 amount to 
£33,389,000 as compared with £36,889,000 
last year; that is coming down 
£3,500,000. I cannot help, in looking at 
these Estimates, referring to those of 
previous vears. I will divide the years 
with which I propose to deal into three 
periods. First there is the period when 
I was First Lord of the Admiralty ; 
next the period when Viscount Goschen 
succeeded me; and thirdly, the term of 
office of the noble Ear] who has just 
resigned. The figures with regard to 
these three periods are very striking. 
When I went to the Admiralty the 
number of men, bovs, and Marines in the 
Navy was 74,100. In the second period 
the number was 83,400. In 1901-2, 
when the noble Earl succeeded to office, 
the number was 118,635. Last year 
the number was 131,100. Ot course 
this large increase in men is a necessary 
consequence of the increase in the number 
of ships in commission which have to be 
manned by sailors and Marines; and 
coming to shipbuilding we find these in- 
creases : first period, £4,771,000 ; second 
period, £6,986,000; and third period, 
£14,976,000. During the term of office 
of Viscount Goschen he explained that 
the large increase which he proposed was 
in consequence of the action of Russia 
in advancing beyond her usual annual 
grant for new shipbuilding by something 
like £10,000,000. The noble Viscount 
made the very statesmanlike offer that 
if the other Powers would come to terms 
as to the increase of their respective 
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navies he would not ask for the increase 
which he then proposed. But, as we 
all know, that offer was refused, and this 
very large increase had to be made. 


Altogether the increase in the Navy 
Estimates up to the present comes to 
more than double the total Estimates 
of 1894-5. That is really a stupendous 
increase, and I think we should have 
some explanation of it. I am _ not 
condemning it, because I have always 
felt that those who are not in office, and 
therefore do not know the facts, take 
upon themselves a great responsibility in 
condemning the Government for doing 
what they think necessary for the 
stability of the Empire and the efficiency 
of the Navy. What I do say is that we 
have not had a sufficient explanation of 
this enormous increase in naval expendi- 
ture. The duties which fall upon the 
Navy have been clearly and succinetly 
explained in a passage from the Repo:t 
of the Royal Commission on Coaling 
Stations presided over by Lord Car- 
narvon. It says— 

‘““The Royal Navy is not maintained for the 
purpose of affording direct local protection to 
seaports or harbours, but for the object of block- 
ading the ports of an enemy, of destroying his 
trade, attacking his possessions, dealing with his 
ships at sea, and, we may add, of preventing an 
attack in great force against any special place. 
It is by the efficient performance of these duties 
that our commerce and Colonies will be best 
protected. Our seaports must rely for their 
immediate defence on local means, leaving Your 
Majesty’s Navy free to act at sea.” 


There have been in recent years various 
standards of the naval strength which 
was thought necessary to carry out these 
duties. First ofall there was the standard 
of the Naval Defence Act, when Lord 
George Hamilton was First Lord. It 
was then laid down that the annual cost 
of new construction should be £2,300,000. 
That represented what we may call the 
waste of the Navy. The depreciation 
now amounts to over £4,026,878; this 
increase does not depend simply on the 
increased number of ships, but on the 
capital value of the ships, which has now 
very largely increased. We find that 
ships live only a certain number of 
years; that after those vears they 
become obsolete or of .very little use, 
and have to be replaced by the most 
efficient and modern type of vessel. But 
it is necessary that we should know not 
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only the proper standard of the efficiency 
and sufficiency of the Navy, but the 
amount of depreciation and waste which 
must be made up for every year by 
building new ships. 


We have now what is called the two- 
Power standard. That standard was 
originally invented, I believe, by a great 
statesman who is now, in regard to an 
entirely different matter, greatly praised 
on one side and attacked on the other— 
Mr. Cobden. It did very well for a 
certain time; but I venture to say that 
at the present moment our naval force 
exceeds immensely the two-Power 
standard. I dislike bringing other 
Powers into this matter, but it is well 
known that the two-Power standard has 
always applied to France and Russia. 
One of these Powers, as we all know, has 
met with the greatest possible disasters. 
It is difficult to ascertain the full extent 
of Russia’s enormous losses in the war 
with Japan, but I think I am under the 
mark when I say that she has lost five 
battleships and five cruisers. Therefore, 
the two-Power standard has broken 
down. Besides, it must not be forgotten 
that in a great war we may have the 
ships of another Power on our side 
helping us. 


I ask, therefore, whether it not 
within the competence of the able ad- 
ministrators of the Admiralty to tell 
us what force in battleships and cruisers 


is 


we now require to strike a severe blow | 
on the fleets of an enemy wherever they | 


may be, and also to carry out the duties 
of the Navy as laid down by Lord 
Carnarvon’s Commission. No doubt we 
require a much larger number of cruisers, 
independently of fleets of battleships, 
than other nations; but I believe at 
this moment we have an enormous 
number of vessels, both battleships and 
cruisers—owing to the policy which has 
lately been carried out—which will be 
able to perform the work which we think 
is the duty of the Navy in the event of 
war. I do not feel in a position to 
condemn the Government, but 1 think 
we want more explanation as to why 
this enormous increase has been made. 
I should also like to hear that we now 
have an ample supply both of battleships 
and cruisers to do the great work which 
is thrown on the Navy. 
Earl Spencer. 
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I will now come to the new policy 
which has been initiated in two State- 
ments, one issued in December, and the 
other quite lately, by the noble Earl the 
First Lord of the Admiralty. I propose 
to refer to two points principally in 
those Statements. The first is the re- 
moval from the list of active ships of a 
certain number of vessels, and the 
second the diminution of the forces of 
defence and the means for carrying 
out dockyard work at the naval bases 
or coaling stations, which not so 
clearly defined, but is referred to 
in both of these statements. With 
regard to the first point, I must refer 
to the speech made in Glasgow on 13th 
January by the Prime Minister. Part 
of that speech J entirely endorse, but 
part of it, I think, gives a somewhat 
exaggerated view of what has been done. 
The Prime Minister said— 

“ At first sight perhaps, a critic looking over 
the figures might say, ‘ What has this Govern- 
ment been doing?’ They have abolished 
130 vessels—my figures are not exact, I speak 
from memory—130 vessels which figured upon 
the list of the British Navy. They have in so 
doing made an economy; they have not 
weakened the Navy in the process for the mere 
sake of saving so many hundreds of thousands. 
or millions a year; they have not sacrificed the 
strength of the force on which the very being 
of this country depends.” 


is 


I do not at all object to such an 
interpretation of what has been done. 
| At this point in the right hon. Gentle- 
| man’s speech a member of the audience 
‘observed: ‘Good riddance of bad 
rubbish,” and Mr. Balfour proceeded— 


“That brief interruption puts even more 
concisely and pithily than I can do one of this 
aspects, but only one of the aspects, of the 
| great reform. It is not merely that the Board 
| of Admiralty has laid down the rule that a ship 
however useful in time of peace—and we have 
to do, it must be admitted, a great deal of small 
police work in a time of peace for diplomatic 
or other purposes—is not only useless, but 
worse than useless, in time of war if it possesses 
neither fighting power nor speed ; it is merely a 
ship which exists to embarrass British Admirals 
and to discredit the British flag. Well, with 
one courageous stroke of the pen, as it were, 
these ships have been removed. The cost of 
| their maintenance, the cost of their repairs—l 
| will not give you the figure to which it comes, 
| it is a very big one—are al! struck off the annual 
| Estimates.” 
| I agree with the general principle. 

The proposal is that we must not cumber 

the seas in time of peace with ships that 

are no use in time of war. Presently I 
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will refer again to the question of the 
diminution of cost. I think that the 
Prime Minister rather exaggerates what 
this actual change, at the present moment 
at all events, has effected. There is a 
matter about which I should like to ask a 
question. We have had two Returns— 
one of ships which have been struck off, 
and another of ships which remain on the 
active list. But on these lists the names 
of sixteen vessels are repeated. 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (The Ear] of SkeLBoRNE) : 
I will explain that at once. The words 
“non-effective” in the Return are Mr. 
Robertson’s words. I do not admit that 
these sbips are non-effective. Mr. Robert- 
son Wished to have included in the Return 
ships treated in a different manner than 
they have hitherto been treated. There, 
fore we included all the ships that have 
been reclassified and are being treated 
jn a different manner. The consequence 
is that some of them appear in both Re- 
turns, the Return headed * non-effective 
ships,” according to Mr. Robertson’s 
expression, including a considerable num- 
ber of ships which have very real value for 
secondary purposes in war, 


*EarL SPENCER: I am obliged to 
the noble Lord for the information. I 
will return to that question again in a 
moment. ‘There are three classes of ships. 
The intermediate class has been wittily 
described as the llama class, being the 
class between the sheep and goats. As 
faras I hear, many people who understand 
the subject believe that this unfortunate 
llama class will deteriorate very rapidly, 
and the llamas be transformed into goats. 
Then there are some ships on the first Re- 
turn on which very considerable sums 
have been spent within the last few years. 
The “Collingwood,” I believe, appeared 
in the Estimates for over £20,000. That 
vessel now becomes a vessel of the llama 
class, 


Tue Earn or SELBORNE: What 
was the date of that expenditure on the 
“Collingwood ?” 


_*Eart SPENCER: I think it was 
in the Estimates of last year. There 
is a large sum put down to the 


“Naiad,”’ some £38,000, and to the | 
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“Pallas,” £7,200. There are consider- 
able sums for other vessels. Whether 
these sums have been spent I cannot 
say, but they have been put down in 
the Estimates. Undoubtedly very large 
sums of money have been spent on ships 
that have been put among the llamas or 
goats. It rather surprises me that the 
Government should have so recently laid 
out, or estimated to lay out, very con- 
siderable sums on these ships, and should 
now condemn the vessels as useless ; that 
seems to me almost a condemnation of 
their own policv. There are a great 
many of these ships that are of light 
draught and even now might be extremely 
useful for certain purposes. There are a 
great many places both in the Kast and 
in Africa where large ships, even large 
cruisers, cannot approach the shore. I 
shall be glad to hear whether the Ad- 
miralty calculate that they have in the 
ships that are left an ample number 
of vessels of small draught to do the duties 
which require to be done in places where 
vessels of larger draught cannot go. 


There is another point. We all know 
that every fleet of battleships must have 
a certain proportion of cruisers. The 
efficiency and power of a fleet depend 
on having a sufficient number of the very 
best cruisers; they are the eyes of the 
fleet. I am not sufficiently a tactician 
to know whether the redistribution pro- 
posed is good. I notice that there are to 
be a number of affiliated squadrons of 
cruisers. These squadrons are to do 
certain peace duties and show the flag 
in various parts of the world. Anyone 
who has been at the Admiralty knows how 
large a demand there is for this sort of 
ship. The Foreign Office invariably 
wants ships of this sort here, there, and 
everywhere, and it is often with the 
greatest difficulty that the Admiralty 
can find ships commensurate with these 
demands. I quite believe in the policy 
of not having a single ship in peace which 
is not useful in war, but I wonder 
whether the Admiralty have sufficiently 
considered this matter. Suppose a de- 
monstration is necessary in a certain 
part of the world, and suppose the cruiser 
squadron belonging to the Atlantic Fleet 
is sent on this service. Of course I shall 
be told that by means of telegraphs or 
wireless telegraphy you can immediately 
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get back these cruisers in the event of 
an emergency arising, but I maintain 
that for the moment, while they are away, 
the fleet which is dependent upon them 
for scouting will be much weaker than it 
ought to be. It is possible, of course, 
that my fears are unnecessary, and that 
the great fleet of battleships will never 
be without these cruisers, and if the noble 
Ear] says so then there is an answer to 
my question. 


I quite understand the excellenc> of 
these general proposals. I hope your 
Lordships will not think that I am trying 
to get credit for the Board over which 
I presided, because I do not wish to do 
so for that more than for any other 
Board; but what has happened now is 
that the work which has been done for 
the last fifteen or sixteen years at the 
Admiralty, work begun before my time, 
in Increasing the number of ships and of 
men, has enabled and required this great 
change in the whole policy of the dis- 
tribution of the Fleet. Therefore | 
congratulate the noble Earl and the able 
Board who act with him on having taken 
this opportunity of revising all these 
arrangements. I entirely approve of the 
general principle on which the revision 
has proceeded. 


I come to another point, to which | 
attach great importance, that of coaling 
stations and naval bases. We ought to 
have a full discussion of that subject, 
because the present position of those 
stations and bases is not asuddencreation, 
but is the outcome of the very able and 
important Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion over which Lord Carnarvon presided. 
That Reportdeclared that it wasnot merely 
important to secure the fighting power 
of the Navy, but you must also secure 
that all over the world there shall be 
coaling stations, without which the power 
of the Navy would remain entirely useless. 
I am only asking for information. The 
Admiralty may be perfectly right in their 
policy. As far as I know the great change 
in these stations has been made in the 
West Indies—at Halifax, St. Lucia, 
Antigua, and Jamaica. The noble Earl 
in one of his Papers says that the dock- 
yards in all those places are to be reduced 
to a cadre. I must say that I have al- 
ways objected to the use of a French word 
where an English word world do, and I 
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should like to know what the word cadre 
means in this case. I see it means ina 
military sense ‘a staff,’ in a naval 
sense,“ a cot”; it is rather, I presume, 
intended to mean a skeleton. But in re- 
gard to St. Lucia I am told that enormous 
sums have been spent in past years not in 
the Naval but in the Army Votes. Then 
again, the importance of Jamaica was 
dwelt upon by Lord Carnarvon’s Com- 
mission as the centre of British interests 
in the West Indies and as being the 
nearest British territory to the Panama 
Canal. Considering the great import- 
ance and value of the Report of this Com- 
mission, we ought to know from the Ad- 
miralty why they are altering their policy 
in respect to coaling stations. 


I am glad that the Admiralty are 
satisfied ,with regard t» the number 
of the reserves. It is of great moment to 
have a sufficient number of reserve men, 
for that is the true way of relieving the 
large number required of the more costly 
but highly efficient body of men on 
the active list. I see that there is a 
very considerable increase on the Esti- 
mates this year for the Royal reserve 
of merchant cruisers. I hope the noble 
Earl will explain this, and it may be a 
condition of the contracts that a larger 
sum should be paid at one period than 
at another, but I confess that | always 
look with some suspicion at this Vote, 
for, in my opinion, though it is very im- 
portant to have these grevhounds of the 
ocean, in war we should be able to get 
them always when we want them with- 
out having a very heavy charge made on 
the annual Vote for the Navy. In my 
day the sum was about £60,000, but 
now-a-days it has grown very much larger 
owing to exceptional circumstances and 
the contracts you have made with the 
great Cunard Company. Those contracts 
were entered into in order to secure the 
fastest possible ships to meet certam 
fast ships that might be employed i 
time of war in attacking our commerce. 
I have always felt considerable doubt 
whether this enormous expenditure was 
justified. I am told that it is justified 
in this way, that the sum the (rover: 
ment have paid will not nearly meet the 
cost of the ships, and that we shall get 
two ships that will be unrivalled in case 
of war. 
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My Lords, I thank you for having Power in Europe itself. The two-Power 


listened to me with such patience and 
courtesy. I feel that it is important to 
get the voice of the First Lord, whom 
I wish we might have longer in the posi- 
tion which he has so ably filled for the 
last three years. As it is, I think he is 
still First Lord, for I know how long it 
takes to carry out the formalities of a 
change of office ; but in any ease I think 
it is only fair that he should have an 
opportunity of answering some of the 
criticisms that T have made—made, as 
I hope he will think, in no hostile or 
Party spirit. I beg to move for Papers. 


Moved, for Returns showing (1) num- 
bers of nucleus crews at present borne 
in each battleship, cruiser, and torpedo 
vessel of the Fleet in commission and 
reserve; number of crew when com- 
plete for war in each ship; number of 
special ratings now actually borne and 
when complete for war. (2) Amounts 
actually expended in current financial 
year out of the amounts shown in the 
Navy Estimates for 1904-5 as to be ex- 
pended on repairs and refits for the 
“Collingwood,” “ Pallas,” and other ships 


since struck off the effective list.— 
(Earl Spencer.) 
Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, 


before the First Lord of the Admiralty 
replies it may be convenient that I should 
offer what remarks I have to make on the 
naval situation, so that my noble friend 
may have the opportunity of having the 
last word. The noble Earl the Leader 


of the Opposition has asked what are the | 


causes of the great increase in expendi- 
ture on the Navy. It is important that 
that Question should not only be answered 
in this House, but should be properly 
apprehended by the nation at large. I 
think the nation does understand, but 
still it may be expedient from time to 
time to remind the public of what it is 
getting for its money and of the necessity 
for the expenditure of that money. Why 
is that expenditure bound to increase ? 
Look at the changes that have occurred 
in Europe during the last fifteen years ; 
look at the changes in the balance of 
power ; look at the new navies springing 
up in the Far East and in the Far West, 
across the Atlantic and across the Pacific ; 
and look nearer at hand at the new naval 


standard is gone. It is no longer appli- 
cable to the state of Europe. 


The noble Lord asks whether the 
Admiralty can state precisely what they 
want, and why these changes in the policy 
of successive Boards of Admiralty have 
been made. They have been largely 
brought about by changes in the naval 
policy of other countries. As long as 
changes continue in the balance of naval 
power and in the fleets of other countries 
it is impossible for the Admiralty to lay 
down any fixed standard. The noble 
Lord asks why it is necessary for us to 
maintain such a naval force as the present. 
I wish to be thoroughly understood. 
The whole situation of neutrals to the 
great naval Powers has changed during 
the last fifteen years. So long as there 
were a very few nava! Pcwers, you cou!d 
that a two-Power standard was 
sufficient. The other Powers had such 
insignificant navies that, to a certain 
extent, they could be left out of account, 
in consideration of the fact that one 
Power, with the same number cf ships as 
two other Powers, must have a great ad- 
vantage over them in the possession of a 
single purpose and directing will. 


Sav 


But if there is one thing which has 
come out strongly during the course of 
the Boer War and during the present war, 
it is the fact that difficulties may arise 
continually with neutrals through the 
exercise of the usages and privileges of 
war. What would happen if, when we 
were locked in a deadly struggle with 
two, or perhaps three, Powers, some un- 
friendly neutral were to threaten to cast 
his sword on one side or the other, and we 
were not able to make such dispositions 
as would be sufficient to meet the threat / 
In calculating your naval force you 
must look now not simply to two Powers, 
and not only to the European antagonists 
whom you may have in direct conflict, 
but to the means of asserting and main- 
taining your attitude in regard to neutrals 


| It is always a delicate question to discuss 


these matters of semi-naval and semi- 
foreign policy ; but other Powers do it. 
Count von Biilow is occasionally very 
candid, and [ do not think there can be 
any harm in discussing the question in 
the most friendly manner. When there 
is a Power with twelve battleships ready 
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in commission within a few hundred miles 
of your coasts, that is a factor that has 
to be considered side by side with your 
preparations to meet any two Powers. 


If the noble Earl returns to the Ad- 
miralty, he will be impressed with the 
fact that these are not times to look back 
to the smaller naval force that we once 
thought sufficient. The situation must 
be faced, and we must maintain as strong 
a Navy as the changed circumstances 
demand, especially having regard to the 
accepted attitude to the Army. The 
responsibility of a reduction of the Army 
has been undertaken, and, therefore, 
it is al] the more necessary that the pro- 
posals made by the Admiralty should 
have the full support of the country and 
of both Parties. Another reason for the 
vast increase in naval expenditure is to 
be found in the changes which have taken 
place in the nature of armour and guns 
and ammunition and all the accessories 
of the Navy. Those changes make it 
extraordinarily difficult to lay down a 
standard. What is the part to be played 
by submarines and torpedoes, and, above 
all, by torpedo-boat destroyers in any 
naval war? The advent of the destrover 
has made a considerable change in the 
whole situation; and the number of 
destroyers attached to a fleet may to a 
certain extent remove the necessity for 
so many cruisers being attached. The 
destroyers may be used as scouts and 
for considerable duties outside the 
primary duty. 

All these circumstances: have created 
such a change in naval warfare that ships 
which were excellent before are now 
considered nearly useless ; and the whole 
expenditure has to be differently dis- 
tributed. A vast expense is being in- 
curred—and rightly incurred—by having 
torpedo flotillas all round the coast ; 
and great credit is due to the present 
Board for the attention which they 
have given to the less sensational 
item of accessories, such as hospital 
ships, water ships, and repairing 
ships. If the expenditure on the Navy 
were submitted to any fair-minded body 
of men they must say that it has been 
justified by the extraordinary changes 
that have taken place. 

As to the great number of ships that 
have been struck off the list, I agree that 
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the policy is a wise one; but I am not 
sure whether it has not been carried out 
in a too sensational and slap-dash man- 
ner. It is a tremendous thing to have 
struck off at one stroke all these ships, 
Probably individual attention has not 
been given to any one ship, but they 
have been considered in classes. The 
Admiralty has determined how each 
class should be dealt with. I was in- 
terested in the remarks of the Prime 
Minister on this subject which were 
read to us by the noble Earl. and in the 
interjection of “old rubbish.” Many 
of these ships have been fine ships in 
their day. The rubbish of one day has 
been the glory of another; and it is 
melancholy to reflect that vessels that 
have been the pride and darling of their 
period come to be laid on one side as use- 
less in this way. : 


I think that, on the whole, the Prime 
Minister was rather extravagant in the 
statement that he made. It appears 
from the reckoning of the Prime Minister 
as if the sum of £3,500,000 had been 
made through administrative changes. 
There are two ways of effecting econo- 
mies, and your Lordships will know the 
difficulties in each case. There is the 
difficulty of change in administration, 
of economising in adiministration, and 
the difficulty of economising in purchas- 
ing. If your Lordships look at your own 
household expenditure and the manage 
ment of your estates with a wish to econo- 
mise, you will find an extraordinary diffi- 
culty, and your stewards and bailitis who 
can effect an economy deserve the greatest 
gratitude and consideration. Burt there 
is another way to economise 
is much easier, that is to say not to buy 
so many pictures or so many horses. 
You can do that with a stroke of the pen. 
So in the administration of the Navy. 
You can economise in two ways—by 
means of the dockyards, by cutting off 
all unnecessary expenses and seeing that 
there is no waste of labour, that there 
are not too many to do the same amount 
of work, and by lopping off branches 
where no good results are obtained. 
You can say, “I will not lay down so 
many ships, and I will cut off so much 
of the shipbuilding programme.” My 
noble friend out of £3,500,000 economised 
this year, obtains £2,200,000 by the simple 


which 
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process of cutting down the new con- 
struction of ships, and by that amount 
the progress and power of the country is 
weakened. 


[do not say whether it ought to be done 
or not, but no credit except that of a 
change of policy is taken. It is not in 
administration; vou lay down so many 
of your ships and you do not push for- 
ward the ships you have. Now out of 
£3,500,000, £2,200,000 are due to the 
new construction. One battleship only 
is to be laid down this year. [ am far 
from holding the view of my _ noble 
friend opposite that we are too strong. 
[i I had any doubts at all, I should be 
inclined to doubt whether one battle- 
ship is sufficient. I should like to know 
what the programmes of other nations 


are. There is this difference in the 
shipbuilding of foreign countries. They 
build for each other. Russia orders 


her ships in France and in the United 
States, and in the United States, at all 
events, they can build as quickly as we 
ean. Though Russia has lost a certain 
number of ships, it is not a question 
of finding shipbuilding resources in her 
own country to replace them. She can 
give an order to great establishments 
elsewhere for the renewal of her navy. 
In fact, now it seems that for some 
Powers credit really stands where 
formerly you had to have docks and 
shipbuilding appliances to a large ex- 
tent. These are questions, therefore, to 
be borne in mind in the course of forming 
your programme. I do not say that 
the programme Is Insufficient, because 
my noble friend knows the progress 
made better than I do. But I doubt 
whether it is sufficient in view of the 
arrest of a decided and vigorous new 
construction of our ships. 


{ wish to touch on one other point. 
Why have the changes been made in the 
distribution of business at headquarters 
at the Admiralty ? I see that this movee- 
ment has given rise to a great deal 
of comment. In general, I think it 
is a pity to touch any such distribution 
of business and duties unless it is ab- 
solutely necessary. But I concur in the 
lirst Sea Lord having been relieved of 
a great deal of the detail which formerly 
was his share. It is a good thing to 
relieve him and to give him more time 
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for the larger questions that ought 
mainly to occupy his mind. But all 
that might have been done without a 
change in the distribution of work. 
Speaking from my own experience, | 
can say that personally I never gave 
much attention to the paper distribu- 
tion of duties. I have seen in offices 
how laborious was the care shown to 
set out the work in parallel columns 
assigning duties to this man and to that, 
and avoiding overlapping; but the real 
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point of importance lies in the quality 
and in the temperament of the various 
men. It was these qualities which de- 
cided who got the work. Ii you have 
men determined to push their own 
views, who are more industrious, who 
have more ideas, you may tie them 
down and say that these are not their 
duties, but their influence will be felt m 
any administration. It would be a 
disaster if by any changes that general, 
common action of the Board should be 
in any way infringed upon. The sue- 
cess of the various Admiralties has 
been attained through co-ordination, 
through the various men in the adminis- 
tration sinking their own individualities, 
at all events before the public, so that 
their common action should represent 
the Board. I hope that my noble friend 
the First Lord of the Admiralty will 
carry to the new office to which he has 
been called all that ability, straight- 
forwardness, and industry which have 
so distinguished him at the post which 
he is about to leave; and I say this 
most earnestly, not only as a friend, but 
as a predecessor of the noble Earl. 


THe Eart or SELBORNE: My 
Lords, I am greatly obliged to my noble 
friend who has just sat down for the kind- 
ness of his concluding words. I recognise 
very fully the absolute truth of what the 
Leader of the Opposition said. He has 
never treated naval policy in this House 
as a Party question. Indeed, I have noth- 
ing but gratitude for the spirit in which 
the Opposition, as well as my own side 
of the House, have always approached 
naval questions since I have been First 
Lord ; and I am sure that it is wholly for 
the good of the country that the Navy 
and naval policy should be removed abso- 
lutely from the arena of Party contention. 
What my noble friend who has just sat 
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down said about the source of the reduc- 
tion of three and a half millions in this 
year’s Estimate si sabsolutely true. Two 
millions and a fraction are due to policy, 
shipbuilding policy, and the balance is to 
be credited to administration. The 
reason why there is a reduction on the 
Shipbuilding Vote is that, as I explained 
in my Memorandum, the liability at the 
present moment for ships now under con- 
struction is less than was the liability on 
the ships under construction a year ago. 
That means that there are so many tons 
less shipping at the present moment under 
construction than there were twelve 
months ago. It does not mean that we 
are bringing in any delay in the comple- 
tion of ships now under construction. 
On the contrary, the whole of our efforts 
have been constantly to increase the 
rapidity of the construction both in the 
dockyards and in the private yards. 


The noble Viscount asked whether the 
programme of ships to be laid down in 
the coming financial year, which I admit 
is a small one, had been drawn up with a 
full knowledge of the programmes of 
foreign Powers. Yes, that is the case. 
Although there are rumours, many of 
which have appeared in the Press, there 
is no information at present of a definite 
fresh programme not included inthe Dilke 
Return on the part of any foreign Power 
—no fresh programme oi battleships. I 
do not say that in the year that lies before 
us information may not accrue which is 
not now available, but at the present 
moment there is no definite information 
that I could give to Parliament which I 
could reckon as in any sense certain and 
accurate of a new programme on the pari 
of other naval Powers. 


The noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition asked me why has there been 
this great increase in naval expenditure 
in respect of the Fleet since 1892. I 
think that my noble friend the noble 
Viscount behind me has answered that 
Question. It is because the whole naval 
aspect of the world has changed in 
those years. A vast new navy has 
sprung up in the western hemisphere. 
The fleet of Japan has come into exist- 
ence ; the German Navy has come into 
existence ; and the great French Navy 
has maintained its shipbuilding and 
its efficiency as heretofore. In the old 
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days there were only two great naval 
Powers—France and Great Britain— 
while Russia and Italy were important 
naval Powers. Now, while Italy has 
stood still, Russia has become a naval 
Power of the greatest importance. Japan 
has rivalled her. Germany and America 
have evolved navies of equal efficiency 
and strength. Therefore my answer to 
the noble Earl is that this country has 
done no more than recognise facts that 
stare her in the face—has done no more 
than make prident preparation of a 
defensive nature which the exigencies of 
the situation demand. This country 
has never forced the pace in ship- 
building. She has followed prudently, 
taking note of what other countries 


have done. For that reason I recog. 
nise the full wisdom of the course 


the noble Earl himself followed, and the 
noble Viscount bebind me and myself, 
in that we have never published a pro- 
gramme. We always took into account 
what other navies were known to be 
doing, but we have never published our 
intentions more than for the one year 
in which Parliament was asked to vote 
the money. And the reason is obvious, 
It is not desired to give any additional 
stimulus to the shipbuilding of other 
nations. 

What are the duties and fune- 
tions of the Navy? I do not dispute 
the general accuracy of the noble Earl's 
quotation from the Report of Lord 
Carnarvon’s Commission, but he will for- 
give me when [ say that I regard that 
description as quite inadequate. The 
duty of the Navy is to preserve these 
shores from invasion, and not these 
shores only, but the shores of every por- 
tion of the British Empire. It is the 
British Navy and the British Navy alone, 
which stands between the manhood of 
this country and conscription. Not 
only that, but you on the other side, who 
are so ardent in your advocacy of the 
principles of our present fiscal system, 
should never forget that the present fiscal 
system would be an impossibility were 
it not for the Navy and the main- 
tenance of the strength of the Navy. 
To maintain the daily employment, 
the wages, the food of the population— 
that is the function of the Navy. It 
is not only to guard your shores and those 
of every colony and dependency in the 
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Empire, but it is to bring the bread to 
the working men of this country, to bring 
to the loom, to the forges, to the factories, 
the means by which they can earn the 
wages to support wife and children. 
That, and nothing less, is the duty of 
the Navy. 


How can anyone examine the ques- 
tion of expenditure from the narrow 
point of view of an accurate balancing 
of tons and men? The _ two-Power 
standard applies only to battleships. It 
never has applied to cruisers, for reasons 
which I will presently explain. And 
the two-Power standard never has ap- 
plied to any two particular nations, but 
always to the two strongest naval Powers. 
The two strongest Powers of Lord George 
Hamilton’s Board in 1889 were France 
and Italy. If you compare the margin 
of security which Parliament provided 
under the Naval Defence Act of 1889 
with the margin of security we at present 
enjoy, the margin was greater then than 
now. So faram I from agreeing with the 
noble Earl in thinking that our margin 
of security in battleships is now unneces- 
sarily large, that I entirely and emphati- 
eally dissent from that view. 


I turn to the noble Viscount’s eloquent 
picture of the state of the world as it 
is now, with the influence of the neutral 
Power ready to make itself felt if oppor- 
tunity occurs. I do not advocate, | 
never have advocated, a three-Power 
standard, because I do not think the 
finances of this country could afford it. 
\s I have said before, stability of finance 
is Just as necessary for this country as 
the strength and efficiency of her Fleet. 
You have to baiance one against the other. 
But the spirit ot the two-Power standard 
is not equality. The object is to win 
It is reasonable security of victory In a 
contest with other Powers. The noble 
Karl is in entire concurrence with me 
that the two-Power standard never ap- 
pied to cruisers. 


*Eant SPENCER: I certainly con- 
sidered that the two-Power standard 
applied chiefly to battleships, but also 
took cruisers into account; but I have 
always maintained that we must have a 
much jarger number of cruisers than any 
two other Powers. 

VOL. CXLII. [Fourth Sertes.] 


Tue Eart or SELBORNE: There 
is no difference between the noble Earl 
and myself. The duties of cruisers are 
two-fold. They have to act as the eyes 
and ears of the battle fleet and also to 
protect our trade. Now I can only say 
in that respect that I am more anxious 
on the subject of cruisers than I am on 
the subject of battleships. Considering 
what does depend on the commerce of 
this country, considering all that is at 
stake, and the number of powerful ships 
that might prey on our commerce, and 
the enormous area of the ocean routes, 
the difficulties of finding a cruiser that has 
got at large and is preying on our com- 
merce, I do not think we have any too 
many fast modern armoured cruisers, and 
I should be very sorry if any succeeding 
Board of Admiralty in any way slackened 
off in their supply to the Navy of those 
ships. 

Now, with respect to the list of ships 
headed “ vessels struck off the effective 
list and vessels not struck off,” I have 
always objected to that heading. It 
does not represent the opinion of the 
Board of Admiralty. I have no responsi- 
bility for it. The Return was moved for 
in the House of Commons, and, therefore, 
it has to stand inthe form in which it is; 
but it does not represent the facts of the 
case. Hitherto there have been only two 
classes of ships in the Navy, the fighting 
fleet and the non-effective fleet. 


*EarL SPENCER: Surely there are 
reserve ships, which are not in the first 
fighting line. 


Tae Earn or SELBORNE : These are 
all included. Roughly, there are only 
two classes of ships, the sbips in the 
tighting line and those not in the fighting 
line. Though the first class are not all 
going to be used immediately a state of 
war is declared, they are all effective 
fighting ships. Now as long as a ship 
was classified under the fighting fleet 
the obvious duty of the Controller was 
to keep her absolutely repaired. He 
could not tell when war was going to 
take place. It might take place within 
the next few months, and then he would 
be responsible if that ship was not in 
effective fighting order. The conse- 
quence was—I freely admit it—that con- 
siderable sums were spent on ships tha< 
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shortly afterwards were put on the sale | 


list. Now one of the reasons, though 
not the only reason, for the reclassifica- 
tion of ships has been, from the point of 
view of economy, to establish an inter- 
mediate class of ships that are still 
combatant ships, but which are approach- 
ing the time when they will be struck off 
the effective fighting list. On that middle 
class it has been decided not to spend 
money in repairs; so that in future it 
will be impossible to find ships on the 
sale list upon which a few years before a 
large sum of money has been spent. 
But it must not be implied that these 
ships of the middle class are of no use. 
On the contrary, these ships would be 
employed to supply the waste in war. 
If war were to break out they would not 
be immediately manned, but they would 
be brought to the dockyards near which 
they lie for the necessary repairs, and 
they would come in to supply the waste 
in war. They are by no means rubbish. 
If you turn to the experiences of Japan 
and Russia in the present war, you will 
find that they both found use for almost 
every conceivable class of ship, not, of 
course, in the fighting line, but for the 
many subsidiary purposes of the fleet. 
These ships with which I am dealing 
would be available for these purposes 
in time of war, and would be used for these 
purposes. 


*Eart SPENCER: I did not say the 
ships of the llama class were rubbish. 
The ships that are rubbish are, of course, 
those that are about to be sold. 


THE Eart or SELBORNE: It is 
quite true that among those which have 
been sold will be found ships on which 
money has been spent in repairs recently, 
and it is to avoid that expenditure in the 
future that this intermediate class has 
been established. But I would ask the 
noble Earl to remember that the “‘ Medea,” 
on which a considerable sum of money 
was spent, was used for the Boiler Com- 
mittee’s experiments, and that another 
of the vessels referred to was specially 
fitted as a tender to one of the gunnery 
schools, and has done a great volume of 
work during the three years she has been 
employed in that capacity. Therefore 
that expenditure has all been fruitful. 
As to the Return for which the noble Earl 
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asks, perhaps he is not aware that an 
almost similar Return has been granted in 
the House of Commons, which will be 
published in a day or two. I would ask 


‘him not to press this Motion now, but 


when he sees that Return to tell me or my 
successor whether there is any fresh in- 
formation which be desires. and I am sure 
that, with one exception, the Admiralty 
will be glad to meet his views. The one 
exception is that we have never given the 
exact complement of ships. and we do not 
desire to do so now. 


I have been asked whether in the 
new distribution of the Fleet enough 
ships have been left to do the 
work of Imperial police and to go into 
shallow waters. I hope so, and I think 
so. I think that n this matter we have 
hi herto been most extravagant. The 
demands of the Foreign Ctffice and the 
Colonial Office have been very constant. 
Many of their calls have been quite in- 
evitable ; but I cannot but think that 
not all of them would have been made if 
ships were not known to be at the disposal 
of the Ministers and Con-uls concerned. 
Still, there is an amount of Imperial 
policing that must be done. It is of two 
kinds—first work by sma!l craft to go 
up rivers, and secondly work by big 
cruisers displaying the flag either in the 
King’s dominions or at some foreign 
port. As regards small craft I think we 
have left sufficient for the work they are 
called upon to do; but, as to that, ex- 
perience will show. 


As to the cruiser squadrons. they will 
undoubtedly, besides working with the 
battle fleets with which they are attiliated, 
be used to show the flag on the coasts of 
the American Continent and elsewhere. 
But I do not think our policy is open to 
the strictures of the noble Earl. He asks 
whether we do not run a serious risk in 
parting, even for a few weeks, the cruisers 
from the battleship fleet with which they 
would work in time of war. (Of course, 
these two fleets will not be parted if the 
political horizon is not clear. But con- 
sider how easy it is to recall them, and 
how fast they can move. Under the pre- 
sent circumstances I would never say that 
it is not possible to separate the cruisers 
from the battleships with which they 
work. Iam one of those who believe that 
a great war is not going to drop from the 
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sky on a day when there is no diplomatic 
cloud on the horizon, and when our re- 
lations with all the Powers are of the most 
friendly nature, when there is no question 
of any sort or kind agitating the Foreign 
Office. To say that a cruiser squadron 
should not be sent across the Atlantic for 
a few weeks is a doctrine to which I am 
not prepared to subscribe. 

The noble Viscount behind me asks 
me two Questions. He asks, Cannot de- 
stroyers be used for cruisers’ work, and 
have they not been so used by Japan in 
the present war ? ITamnotanaval officer. 
My opinion is, of course, but that of a 
civilian who takes a great interest in 
these matters and has liad some experi- 
ence, and as such I have no hesitation in 
expressing the view that a destroyer 
could never be employed to do the 
work of a cruiser. The functions of a 
destroyer are totally different from the 
functions of a cruiser, and I do not think 
itcan be shown that the Japanese have 
ever employed a destroyer to perform 
the proper work of a cruiser. The 
reason why destroyers have loomed so 
large in the present war is that the 
struggle has taken place round a port in 
which there was a fleet in being that 
might emerge at any moment, sup- 
porting itself by a formidable torpedo 
flotilla, and that there was away, within 
a not too distant area, another fleet in 
beng that was anxious for the first 
news of the movement of the other 
fleet in Port Arthur, and had cruisers 
outside Port Arthur waiting to convey 
that news. The part which the Japanese 
destroyers played was not that of cruisers, 
but that of guarding their own cruisers 
from the Russian torpedoes while watch- 
ing for the Russian fleet in Port Arthur; 
and as that protection had to be con- 
stant week by week it frequently hap- 
pened that duels occurred between 
Russian torpedo craft emerging from 
Port Arthur and the Japanese destroyers 
which were guarding their own cruisers. 

The noble Earl opposite asks whether 
this change has not been made in a sudden 
and theatrical manner. | admit that 
It was done quickly, and that it may 
have the aspect which the noble Earl 
ascribes to it. But surely, once the 
policy was decided on by the Board of 
Admiralty, it was my duty to give the 
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benefit he could get from it; for, if the 
change had been delayed or spread over 
a longer period, then so much money 
would have been spent which otherwise 
could have been saved. Therefore, my 
object was to do the thing at once and 
save as much money as I could in the 
process. The noble Lord criticises my 
use of the word “cadres,” in referring 
to coaling stations in my Statement. 
If 1 had known that he had any ob- 
jection to that word, I certainly would 
have chosen another. I innocently 
slipped into this word, which, of course, 
is commonly employed in military 
treatises. But what I meant was that 
we did not propose to use the dockyards 
at Halifax, Esquimault, ana Jamaica 
for the repair of vessels in time of peace ; 
but that if war broke out we could at 
once send out the necessary men and 
machinery to bring these dockyards 
into full operation. 

Now, as regards policy. The Car- 
narvon Commission on Coaling Stations 
was a very important one, but since that 
Commission the whole naval situation 
in the West Indies has been completely 
revolutionised. What is the change / 
It is one of the most marvellous changes 
that has taken place in modern history. 
It, is the rise of the American Navy. 
When the Carnarvon Commission sat 
that navy had a great history, but it 
was a very small and feeble navy judged 
by the number of its ships and men. 
Now those of you who have read the 
very striking articles of Sir William 
White in The Times describing his 
journey through the United States will 
remember his descriptions of what he 
witnessed in the dockyards on the 
Atlantic and Pacific seaboard. I think 
he enumerated sixteen armoured cruisers 
and thirteen battleships on the stocks in 
the United States. In addition there is 
the magnificent navy afloat. Your Lord- 
ships would be amazed at the prepar- 
ations made for the navy in the future. 
A deputation from the Board went 
over last September to see a famous 
American naval college. They were re- 
ceived with the utmost courtesy, hospi- 
tality and cordiality, and were shown 
everything. [f your Lordships went 
down to Dartmouth or Osborne perhaps 
those who are of an economical turn of 


Chancellor of the Exchequer the fullest :mind might think that the Board of 
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Admiralty had been rather extravagant | tions of which I am responsible for re- 
in the naval colleges they have provided. | lieving the First Sea Lord. The First 


Those two colleges together will, if my | 
memory serves, have cost about £600,000. | 
But what do you think the Congress of | 
the United States have appropriated for | 
a naval college @ Over 11,000,000 dol- 
lars; and the place is almost one of the 
wonders of the world. There is princely | 
accommodation for the education of as 
many naval cadets as we are going to 
have as our maximum. That is the 
change that has taken place since the 
Carnarvon Commission reported. 


Then the noble Earl asked me why 
there was an increase in the amount 
inserted for merchant cruisers in the 
current Estimates. I was surprised to 
see it myself, and I asked the Financial 
Secretary, who reminded me that this 
vear the old contract runs out and the 
new contract begins, and that there is 
overlapping payment—almost a double 
payment in year. Then I come 
to avery important matter which I am 
‘ateful to my noble friend for mention- 
g, because it has been mentioned 
in the other House and alluded to 
in the Press—that is, the changes which 
have been made in the distribution of 
business at the Admiralty. I have never 
heen more surprised during the course of 
my term of office at the Admiralty than 
! was at the meaning which has been 
read in some quarters into these changes. 
For these changes I, and I alone, am 


one 


a1 
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responsible. I use the word “I” ad- 
visedly, because this distribution of 
business 1s by Orders of Couneil the 


special responsibility of the First Lord. 
The subject is one in which I have taken | 
great interest, and my opimions during 
the years that I have been First Lord 
had been verv clearly forming them- 
selves as to the distribution of business 
which was to be aimed at. 


So far from my object being to make 
the First Sea Lord anything approxi- 
mating to the old Commander-in-Chief 
in the Army, exactly the contrary was 
my intention. He had certain executive 
functions. IT desired to relieve him of 
those executive functions. I desired to 
make him responsible for advising the 
First Lord on literally nothing else than 
naval policy. That is my object. I 
will remind your Lordships of two fune- 

The Earl of Selborne. 


Sea Lord was responsible for discipline. 
Can anything be more important as a 
mark of the Commander-in-Chief than 
to be responsible for discipline ? I have 
taken that function from the First Sea 
Lord. The First Sea Lord was respon- 
sible for the appointment of commanders. 
I have relieved him of that. The reason 
was not that I distrusted him, but that 
I wanted to reserve him entirely for 
advising the First Lord on the prepar- 
ation for war, all large questions of 
naval policy and maritime war, as to the 
fighting and sea-going efficiency of the 
Fleet, its organisation and mobilisation, 
and the distribution and movements 
of all ships in commission. With that 
also went the control of the Intelligence, 
Hydrographical, and Naval Ordnance 
Departments. What is the genesis of 
this? My opinions had been formu- 
lating themselves in the way I have ex- 
plained. I did not want to introduce 
the change while Lord Walter Kerr was 
the First Sea Lord, because it is rather 
difficult to ask a man who has been 
accustomed to work one system and to 
perform certain duties to consent to a 
change and to give up some of those 
duties during his tenure of office. There- 
fore I said I would make the change when 
the change took place in the First Sea 
Lord ; and it was made the moment Sir 
John Fisher succeeded Lord Walter Kerr. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: Has _ this 
change been in operation from the time 
Sir John Fisher entered the Admiralty ? 

THE Earl or SELBORNE: Yes. 

Viscount GOSCHEN: I under- 
stood that the change was only Just 
recently made. 


oF SELBORNE: The 
changes were made absolutely on the 
day Sir John Fisher came to the Ad- 
miralty, but one other very small change 
was made the other day, and so a fresh 
Order became necessary. My attention 
has been drawn to the note at the end of 
the Statement issued regarding the dis- 
tribution of business. The note says— 


THE Eart 


“Tt is to be understood that in any matter 
of great importance the First Sea Lord is always 
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to be consulted by the other Sea Lords, the 
Civil Lord, and the Parliamentary or Permanent | 
Secretary, and he will refer to the First Lord | 


for any further action considered necessary, 
such as, for instance, bringing the matter 


formally before the Board. It is, of course, 
understood that all members of the Board will 
communicate direct with the First Lord, in | 
accordance with immemorial custom, whenever | 
they wish to do so.” 


It never occurred to me that anybody 
would object to that note. It was not | 
intended to introduce any new procedure 
into the Board of Admiralty, but to de- 
scribe exactly what always has gone on 
at the Board of Admiralty. I go further 
and say that unless that went on the 
Board of Admiralty could not do its) 
work. How is it possible for the First | 
Sea Lord to advise on questions of policy 
unless his colleagues, with their separate 
responsibilities, are in constant friendly 
communication with him? Itis the way 
the work is always done. How is the 
Fourth Sea Lord to provide for the proper 
coaling of the Fleet unless he knows what 
policy is in the mind of the First Sea Lord 
as to the distribution of the Fleet ? | 
How can the Civil Lord see that proper 
barracks, docks, and other buildings 
are provided unless he is kept constantly 
in touch with the First Sea Lord in re- 
spect of any possible changes of policy ¢ 
All this note is meant to indicate is that 
what has always been done should be 
done, and that on all questions of great 
importance—and the word “ great” is 
used very advisedly—there should be 
constant communication and conference 
between the Sea Lords. 


Then it is supposed that when I say 
that the First Sea Lord will refer to the 
First Lord for further action considered 
necessary that that is as much as to say 
that the question cannot be brought 
forward before the Board by the First 
Lord untess with the concurrence of the 
First Sea Lord. Nothing could be further | 
from the fact. It has always been 
possible for any member of the Board to 
bring any subject absolutely independent- | 
ly before the First Lord, and I go further | 
and say that any member cf the Board | 
has a right to claim that any question 
he chooses shall, with the concurrence | 
of the First Lord, be brought before | 
the Board formally tor settlement. Until | 
I saw the public comments it never | 
occurred to anybody inside the Board of 
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Admiralty that this described anything 
but the constant, immemorial, necessary 
If there is a difference of opinion 


the Admiralty. 


Sea Lord naturally who will bring the 
matter to the First Lord. There never 
was a First Sea Lord more steeped in 


the traditions of the Admiralty as to the 
| Navy than Lord Walter Kerr ; 


there 
never was a First Sea Lord more conscious 
of his responsibility for maintaining the 
full rights of the Board; there never 
was a First Sea Lord less likely to try 
and impair the authority of his colleagues 


or to fail in respect for their separate 


and independent position. If there was 
a difference of opinion between the Sea 
Lords which could be settled, they al- 


/ways went to Lord Walter Kerr, who 


came to me and said, “‘ This point we are 
obliged to refer to you.” Therefore this 
note does nothing more than indicate 
what has always been the custom. 


In conclusion, I wish to say that if 
the Board have been able in the last year 
or two to advance the efficiency of the 
Navy, as has been so generously admitted 


' by Lord Spencer and Lord Goschen, it 


is only because of the work of the Boards 
that preceded them under Lord Goschen, 
Lord Spencer, and Lord George Hamilton. 
The whole has been one long process of 
evolution. Every point of our policy 
has its starting-point in the work of 
Lord Goschen, Lord Spencer, or Lord 
George Hamilton, and I hope it will al- 
ways be The Board have always 
worked as a Board and never as in- 
dividuals, and I hope that it will remem- 
ber that its great reputation in the 
country and with the services rests on 
the fact of that complete cohesion and 
loyalty of each member to the rest of the 
Board, and on the fact that there never 
has been, as there never ought to be, a 
We 
have had one continual development 
and change from the days of Nelson to 
the present day, and as long as that 
remains true the Board of Admiralty 
will deserve the confidence of the 
country. 


So, 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 

House adjourned at _half-past 

Seven o’clock, to Thursday 

next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 21st March, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
63 has been complied with, viz. :—London 
United Tramways (Extension of Time) 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time, 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpEaKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Malvern Water. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 5). 


Mr. Compron Rickerr reported from 
the Committee on Group No. 5 of Rail- 
way Bills; That. for the convenience of 
Parties, they had adjourned till Monday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill. Reported, 


with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


PETITION, 


SUGAR TAX. 


Petition from London, for 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual. Series, No. 
3329 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Light at Oyster Island, Sligo. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade if the light at 
Oyster Island, Sligo, is in the position 
described in the Admiralty List of Lights 
for 1905; and, if not, will he state the 
error, how long the position has been. 
incorrectly described, and if he will cause 
the error to be rectified immediately. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the lighthouse in question is 
in the position described in the Admiralty 
List of Lights for 1905. 


Irish Lights Tender ‘‘ Alexandra.” 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if the Irish lights tender “ Princess Alex- 
andra” has fulfilled all the conditions of 
the specification; if this vessel is now 
in the builders’ hands; and, if so. for 
what purpose, and for how long. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) J am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that their new tender the “ Alex- 
andra,” not “ Princess Alexandra,” has 
been in the builders’ hands since Decem- 
ber for some alterations to enable her 
to fulfil speed conditions, and that she 
will probably be ready by the end of 
the present month, or the middle of. 
April at latest. 


Sectoring of Light at Roancarrig. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: To ask: 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if the sectoring of the light at Roancarrig 
now agrees with that described on the 


| Admiralty charts. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
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in agreement with that described on the 
Admiralty charts. 


Superannuation Allowances of the Light- 
ouse Boards. 


_ Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: To 

ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will furnish the names, par- 
ticulars of service, and amounts received 
by the pens oners of the three Lighthouse 
Boards as included under the heading of 
superannuation allowances in the light- 
house accounts. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I shall 
be happy to supply the hon. Member 
with the information as soon as I receive 
it from the lighthouse authorities. 


Engagements and Discharges of British 
Seamen at Continental Ports. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
how many sailors and firemen were en- 
gaged on British ships at the following 
ports on the Continent of Europe during 
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Havre, Dunkirk, Antwerp, Rotterdam, 
Bremen, and Hamburg; and whether he 
will also state the number of sailors and 
firemen engaged at the above-mentioned 
ports on British ships during the year 
1903, and state how many nationalities 
they include. 


Mr. NANNEITI: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether he 
can state how many sailors and firemen 
were discharged from British ships at 
the following ports on the Continent of 
Europe during the year 1904, namely :— 
Bordeaux, Havre, Dunkirk, Antwerp, 
Rotterdam, Bremen, and Hamburg; and 
whether he will also state the number 
of sailors and firemen discharged at the 
above-mentioned ports from British ships 
during the same period, and how many 
nationalities they include. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I pro- 
pose to answer these two Questions, put 
by the hon. Member, together. The 
engagements and discharges were as 
follows at Havre, Dunkirk, Antwerp, and 


Questions, 














the year 1904, namely :— Bordeaux, ' Rotterdam : -- 
| Seamen engaged. Seamen discharged. 
| British. | Foreign. British. | Foreign. 
— — ~| | 
Havre :— | | | 
1903 | 28 | 82 111 | 82 
1904 | 51 | 91 85 95 
Dunkirk : | | 
1903 | 156 | 468 469 | 525 
1904 | al | 3a 288 247 
Antwerp :-— | 
1903 : ; ; : : 3,495 12,145 4,958 10,398 
1904 3,227 10,855 4,323 9,649 
Rotterdam :-—- 
1903 1,836 5,004 3,317 4,278 
1904 1,642 4,581 2.914 3,799 
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I am not in a position to give any, the statistics in my possession do 
statistics as regards the engagements and | not distinguish between British and 
discharges at Bordeaux. As regards Ham- | foreign seamen ; the engagements and d s- 
burg and Bremen and Bremerhaven ' charges at these ports were as follows :— 














Seamen engaged. Seamen discharged. 
Hamburg :— 
1903. - : i " : - 5,322 5,662 
1904 - - - - - - 6,077 6,454 
Bremen and Bremerhaven :— 
1903. - : : “ z : | 688 851 
1904 - - - - - - 3,15] 1,128 








I am informed that between 70 and 75 |Shipping Act, 1894, has been received 
per cent. of the seamen engaged at Ham- | by the Board of Trade in the case to 
burg and Bremen and Bremerhaven were | which the hon. Member refers, but I am 
foreigners, chiefly Germans and Scandi- | informed that an entry of the accident 
navians. As regards the number of|by which a seaman was scalded last 
nationalities included, the seamen en- | September was made in the official log. 
gaged at Havre in 1903 were of fifteen | On the return of the ‘‘Spheroid”’ to the 
nationalities, and those discharged of | United Kingdom further inquiries shall 
thirteen nationalities; in 1904 there were | be made. 
eleven and twelve nationalities re- 
spectively. At Dunkirk the seamen en- | British Seamen discharged at Rotterdam, 
gaged in 1903 were of eighteen nation-| Antwerp, and Hamburg—Wages paid - 
alities, those discharged of nineteen Amount transmitted by Board of Trade. 
nationalities; in 1904 those engaged| Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Sec- 
were of eighteen nationalities, and those | retary to the Board of Trade if he can 
discharged of eighteen nationalities. state the amount of money paid to sea- 
men on their discharge from British ships 
Report of Accident on s.s. “Spheroid.” | at the following ports, namely. Rotterdam, 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Sec- | Antwerp, and Hamburg, during the year 
retary to the Board of Trade whether he 1904; and whether he can state the 
can state if any report was made to the | amount of money transmitted by the 
Board of Trade by the master of the Board of Trade to this country from the 
British steamship ‘‘Spheroid,” as pro- ports named during the same period. 
vided by Section 425 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, respecting the| (Answered by- Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
accident which occurred on this steamer | amount of money paid to seamen on 
on September 16th, 1904, whereby a sea- | their discharge from British ships at the 
man named Bodtman was severely scalded | ports referred to during the year 1904 was: 
in consequence of the defective condition | at Rotterdam, £62,421; at Antwerp, 
of the ship’s boiler; and, if not, whether | £104,099; at Hamburg, £56,139; and the 
the President of the Board of Trade will | amounts received by the British Consuls 
cause inquiry to be made. for transmission to this country during 
the same period were: Rotterdam. 

(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) No | £19,387; Antwerp, £30,368; and Ham- 
report under Section 425 of the Merchant | burg, £20,233. 
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‘“‘Ovingdean Grange ’—Replacing of 
British Crew by Foreigners. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Sec- 
retary to the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the steamship ‘‘ Oving- 
dean Grange”? engaged a crew at Cardiff 
on May 20th, 1904, and, after making a 
voyage to the River Plate and other 

laces, discharged part cargo at London 
and Hull and the remainder at New- 
castle, and then proceeded to Tyne Dock 
and loaded bunker coal for Antwerp, 
where the crew was paid off and 
foreigners shipped in their places; and 
whether, in view of the effect of this 
practice in displacing British labour by 
foreigners, he intends to take any steps 
to prevent, as far as possible, the engage- 
ment of foreign crews for British ships 
at Continental ports. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
movements of the ‘* Ovingdean Grange ” 
ate correctly stated in 
The Board of Trade have no information 
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Home Department whether, in view of 
the fact that limited liability companies 
are not amenable to the Poison Regula- 
tions prescribed by the Pharmacy Act, 
1868, and approved by the Privy Council, 
and to the statement of the President 
of the Board of Trade that the question 
of amending the law to remedy this evil 
would not be germane to a Companies 
Bill, he will take into consideration the 
expediency of recommending that facilities 
be given during the present session for 
the passing of the Pharmacy Acts Amend- 
ment Bill, which is “designed to place 
companies in the same position as in- 
dividuals in regard tothe sale of poisons. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I regret that [cannot promise 
facilities to the Bill referred to by the 
hon. Member. I am not in a position 
to add anything to the Answer which [ 
| gave on March 14th? .o the hon. Membe: 





'for Edinburgh aad St. Andrew’s Uni- 
versities. 


as to the discharge of part of the cargo | 


at London or Hull. The crew for the 
first voyage consisted 


British and nine foreign seamen, for the 


second of thirteen British and nineteen | 


foreign seamen. We have no power to 


take any steps such as are indicated in | 


the last Question. 


Crown Lands at Claygate, Surrey. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.. | 


Elland): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury how much of the woodland 
south of Claygate, near Esher, in Surrey, 
belongs to the Crown, to what use the 
woods are at present put, and why the 
public are refused access to them. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Some 800 acres of enclosed woodland 
south of Claygate form part of a larger 
estate belonging to the Crown. 
woods are at present appropriated for 
the growth of timber and underwood, 
and the shooting over them is let. The 
admission of the public to the woods 
would involve damage tothe timber and 
underwood and a consequent loss of 
Tevenue to the Crown. 


Limited Liability Companies and Poison 
Regulations. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


of twenty-one | 


The | 


New Post Office at Dewsbury. 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To 
| ask the Postmaster-General whether any, 


|and, if so, what steps have been taken 
with regard to the proposed new post 
| office at Dewsbury, and how far the 
present premises are suitable, and what 
| increased accommodation it is proposed 
to provide in the near future. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A site 
has been acquired for a new post office 
at Dewsbury; the plans are practically 
settled, and though financial exigencies 
will, it is feared, not permit of the build- 
ing being begun this year, there is every 
hope that it will be found possible to 
begin it next year. The present office is 
no longer large enough and it cannot 
be satisfactorily extended, 





| QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Naval Prize of War Bill. 

Mr. GARDNER (Berkshire, Woking- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether it is proposed to 
introduce the Bill consolidating the 
various Acts relating to naval prizes of 
war. 





t See (4) Debates, cxlii., 13.3. 
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Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Prerymawn, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): This Bill has already been 
intrcduced in another place. 


H.M.S. ** Kent.” 

Mr. GARDNER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can give 
any information as to the stranding of 
H.M.S. ‘ Kent” in the Firth of Forth. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The “Kent” 
dragged her anchors during a heavy gale 
and grounded off St. Margaret’s Hope. 
She was refloated without damage and 
has returned to her service. The vsual 
official inquiry will follow in due course, 
when the circumstances will be fully 
investigated according to the custom of 
the service. 


South African War—Destruction of 
Stores, etc. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the circumstances attaching 
to the destruction of emergency rations 
and meat and vegetable rations in South 
Africa, as stated at page 257 of the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General, were such as to have called in 
any instance or instances for the striking 
off the War Office contractors’ lists of any 
one or more of the firms supplying the 
rations in question; and, if so, will he 
give the names of such firm or firms, 
with the reason for removal. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As regards emergency rations, it is 
not proposed to order any more rations 
of the same description. As _ regards 
meat and vegetable rations, the treatment 
to which they were subjected, which was 
exceptional and, owing to war conditions, 
unavoidable, rendered it impossible to 
prove that the contractors were in any 
way responsible for the deterioration of 
the supplies. The rations were put up in 
this country under the supervision of the 
Quarte:master-General and satisfactorily 
passed inspection before shipment. Under 
these circumstances the question of the 
removal of the firms from the list does 
not arise. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Am I to under- 
stand that no contractors’ names have 
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been removed from the list on account of 
the condition of the rations sent to 
South Africa ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No. IT am 
informed that is the case. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can now 
say whether it will be possible to lay 
Papers showing the instances in which 
rations, stores, and supplies generally 
despatched to South Africa during 1899, 
1900, and 1901 were destroyed or re- 
turned as unfit in quality or short in 
amount, with the reason for their de- 
struction or return, and the names of the 
contractors supplying such stores in each 
case in which the loss involved was 
£1,000 or upwards. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have given 
directions for the preparation of the 
Return giving the details asked for, 80 far 
as the information in our possession 
admits, but I am not sure that in all cases 
the particulars asked for were placed on 
record by the military boards who con- 
demned the supplies. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the Return 
be laid in the terms of the Question ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, if the 
hon. Member will move for it. 


Imperial Yeomanry Committee Grant. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
War Office has asked for the details and 
two vouchers referred to at page xili. of 
the Third Report (1904) of the Committee 
of Public Accounts as not being forth- 
coming in respect of a sum of £460,000 
out of the total sum granted, £1,265,000, 
to the Imperial Yeomanry Committee; 
if so, what reply has been received; and, 
if not, whether application will now be 
made for these details and vouchers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The state- 
ment in question would appear to be 
based on replies given by the late 
Comptroller and Auditor-General. 1 
understand that vouchers are, as 4 
matter of fact, in existence, although 
they have not been rendered to the Wat 
Office. The arrangement with the 
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Imperial Yeomany Committee was the | Report, which will be issued in a few 
issue to them of the Capitation Grant | days, gives the numbers asked for by 
for each Yeoman raised and equipped, | the hon. Member on October Ist, 1904. 
the administration of the Capitation | 
Grant being left tothe Imperial Yeomanry | | The Home-service Army and the 
Committee. Following the practice in| ee Volunteers. 
regard to the Volunteer Capitation | Masor SEELY: I beg to ask the 
Grant, no vouchers would b> called for to | Secretary of State for War whether it is 
show in detail how the Committee in | intended to proceed with the formation 
their discretion expended the grant. of a home-service Army, together with a 
| reduction of the Volunteers. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: Will application | 
now be made. for these details ? | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: With re- 
| spect to the first part of the hon. Mem- 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. | ber’s Question, I have nothing at present 
Tne transaciion has been long closed and to add to the statements made by me in 


the ordinary procedure followed, the Memorandum accompanying the 
: Estimates. It is propcsed to effect a 
Small Arms Ammunition. reduction in the strength of the Volun- 


Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the | teer force. 

Secretary of State for War whether any 

attempt has been made to trace the) Masor SEELY: Will the right hon. 
origin of manufacture of the 50,000,000 | Gentleman say whether it is a reduction 
rounds of small arms ammunition re- | in actual numbers or in establishment, or 
turned from South Africa at the close | in both 2 

of the war as unfit; and whether it is 

propose! to recover the £1,200 per Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is in 
million rouids which is estimated as the | both; it must take place very gradually. 
cost of remaking the 30,000,000 rounds 

of this ammunition still in existence. Colonial Agents-General and Supply of 

| Stores for South Africa. 

Me. ARNOLD - FORSTER: This Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
ammunition was recovered from the field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
field after issue; it was therefore re-| State for War whether any commission 
garded as unfit, not from any inherent Or remuneration was paid or agreed to be 
defect in manufacture, but owing to paid to the Agents-General of the 
suspicion of possible damage having Colonies or other and what persons, in 
occurred in course of the operations. respect of orders for the supply of stores 
No question, therefore, arises of tracing | to the War Office for South Africa; and, 
the origin of manufacture. Indeed, it | if so, what are the particulars. 
may be assumed that the rounds referred | 
to came from all the various sources of Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No com- 
manufacture, Government factories and | mission or remuneration of any sort was 


trade alike. paid by the War Office to the Agents- 
|General or any persons in respect of 
Strength of the Infantry. ‘orders placed with the Colonies by the 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg | War Office for supplies to South Africa. 
to ask the Secretary of State for War oe ° 
What is the number of infantry now Dr. MACNAMARA: Was any com- 
quartered in the British Isles, India, | ™!Ss!0n paid by the contractors to the 


South Africa, Egypt, and other stations. | Agents-General ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : T cannot 


usual to publish details of the actual | S4Y- 
strengths of the troops quartered at | 
home and abroad, and I am not pre- | War Office Contractors. 

pared in the present instance to depart} Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
from this practice. The general Annual iL beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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War if he can state the names of the firms 
referred to in the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, under the 
heading ‘‘Sales of Surplus Supplies, as 
A, B, and ©, respectively.” 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The names 
of the firms are as follow :—A, Messrs. 
E. Stepney; B, Messrs. Mever & Co.; 
C, Messrs. Wilson and Worthington. This 
is the order in which they have been 
given on each former occasion. 


Reserve of Officers. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the name of 
a captain, late of the Royal Scots 
Regiment, appears in the Army List 
in the Reserve of Officers, although he 
has been dead more than nine years ; 
and whether any, and what, steps are 
taken to keep the list of Reserve of 
Officers up to date. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The list of 
the Reserve of Officers is carefully revised 
and checked once a quarter, but it is 
impossible to keep in touch with officers 
who retire “receiving a gratuity,” unless 
they report themselves each year in 
aecordance with the provisions of Article 
662, Royal Warrant. The officer referred 
to retired ‘receiving a gratuity” on the 
26th April, 1893, but failed to report 
himself to the War Office after that 
date. This ‘“ gratuity”’ class of retired 
officer will cease to exist during 1906, 


Whitchurch Range. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the cottages at the 
back of Whitchurch Range, which pre- 
clude rifle practice there, were in exist- 
ence at the time of the construction of 
the range, and what was the date of 
that construction; if so, whether the 
officer responsible for the plan has been 
censured or his promotion retarded. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The cot- 
tages alluded to were known by the officers 
responsible to be in existence at the 
time of the construction of the range, 
but they were not considered to be within 
the danger area. The range was con- 
structed in June, 1902. Recent experi- 
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ments with the Lee-Metford rifle have 
given a greater knowledge of the powers 
and extent of ricochet shots than was 
possessed at the time this range was 
constructed. Further inquiry will be 
made as to the degree of responsibility 
attaching to the officers concerned in 
the selection of the range. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: May I 
ask whether the name of the officer who 
constructed this range at a cost of £5,000 
is known? When T last put the Question 
the right hon. Gentleman promised to 
make inquiry. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Of course 
the name is known, but I am very loth 
to mention the names of officers. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Do I 
understand that inquiry will be made as 
to whether this officer is blameworthy ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
said that inquiry will be made. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Then 
I will put the Question again. 


Surplus Tobacco from South Africa. 

Carrain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can ex- 
plain why 980,186 lbs. of tobacco, sent 
home from South Africa, was disposed of 
at 2d. per lb., seeing that it was bought 
at 9}d. per Ib., and that 3,000,000 lbs. 
of similar tobacco was sold to the 
troops in South Africa at Is, to 
ls. 6d. per lb., as set forth in the last 
Report from the Committee of Public 
Accounts. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: _ The 
tobacco sent home consisted of such 
surplus tobacco, some of it partially 
damaged, as could not be sold to the 
troops and for which no offer could be 
obtained in South Africa. Jam informed 
that every endeavour was made to secure 
the widest competition in this country, 
and the prices realised were the best 
obtainable, ; 


Enfield Small Arms Factory—Discharges. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, in view of the notice 
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posted on March 16th at the Enfield 
Small Arms Factory that all men of less 
than seven years service would be dis- 
charged on March 3lst, he would con- 
sider as an alternative the propriety of 
reducing the working time in the factory 
by twelve hours per week, pending the 
settlement of the larger question as 
stated by the Prime Minister. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tue WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): I 
am afraid that in the case of the 403 
men now under notice at Enfield it is 
not possible to obviate the discharges by 
working short time, as it will be neces- 
saty to make still further reductions. 
The question of working short time as an 
alternative to further discharges will be 
considered so long as there is any pro- 
spect of reversion to full time within a 
reasonable period, 


CotoNEL LOCKWOOD: Do TI under- 
stand that does not affect the 403 men ? 


Vere. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: That 
is SO. 


Cost of the New Rifle. 

CoboNeL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what is 
the difference between the contract price 
1905-6 rifle at the Enfield Small 
Arms Factory and the private manuiac- 
turer. 


for the 


Me. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
lifference between the contract 
wid Ordnance Factory price for the 
manutacture of the new short rifle in 
1905-6 cainot at present be accurately 
calculated. For the current vear the 
coitract price is £4 Ils. &d. and the 
Ordnance Factory price is estimated at 


£5 lis. 


exact 


Manufacture of the New Rifle. 
CononEL LOCKWOOD: T beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the proposed discharge of men in large 
numbers from the Enfield Small Arms 
Factory will disorganise the scheme for 
manu‘acturing the new rifle. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 


reply is in the nezative. 
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Rifle Manufacture Statistics. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: [ beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
number of the service rifles, Lee-Metford 
and Lee-Enfield, were made at the Royal 
Small Arms Factory, Enfield, during the 
years 1889-90, 1890-91, 1891-92,:1892-93, 
1893-94; what was the cost per rifle 
each year; what number of Lee-Metford 
and Lee-Enfield rifles were made at the 
Royal Small Arms Factory, Birmingham. 
during the same period, and what was 
the cost per rifle for each year; what 
was the number of these rifles made at 
the Birmingham Small Arms Factory 
during the same period and the cost 
per rifle each year; what was the number 
of these rifles made at the London Small 
Arms Factory, Old Ford, during the same 
period, and what was the cost per rifle 
each year respectively; if the cost of 
establishment, depreciation of plant, and 
machinery are included in the eost of 
the rifle at Enfield; whether he is aware 
that wages at Enfield are adnittedly 


higher than at any other small arms 


factory; and that a large amount of 
sub-contracting exists at the present 
time at the private firms resulting in 
the employment of a number of men 
by sub-contractors at low wages ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Tf 
mv hon. and gallant friend will allow 
me. TI prop:se to give the statistics 
for which he asks in a general Return. 
This Return will, if the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birm'ngham 
consents, include the Return which he has 
been promised, and the information whieh 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Hertford Division of Hertfordshire is 
desirous of obtaining, if he also concurs. 
As regards the last part of the Question, 
I have no recent information as to the 
rate of wages paid by the trade, nor 
am I aware of any sub-contracting 
other than that which is customary in 
the trade, 


CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD: When _ is 
there a likelihood of the Return being 
published 2 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 


believe in a very few days. 
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Enfield Factory Staff. 

CoLoneL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the distress existing in the 
locality of the Enfield Small Arms 
Factory owing to the shortage of work 
for the last two years, he will reconsider 
the proposed reduction 0° the staff with 
a view to preventing the accentuation 
of the distress. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
programme for the manufacture of smill 
arms next vear will not provide sufficient 
work for the existing staff in the 
Government Sma!l Arms Factories. It 
is, therefore, regretted that reduc ion in 
the staff will be absclutely necessary. 


Gauge Makers at Enfield. 

CoLoveL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): I bez to ask the Secretary of 
State for War how many gauge makers 
are at present employed at the Enfield 
Factory on the work of the new rifle; 
and how many would be employed if 
the proposed reduction were carried out. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT : 
Ninety-six gauge makers are at present 
employed at Enfield. It is not proposed 
to reduce this number at present. 


Machinery at the Enfield Small Arms 
Factory. 

CotoneEL BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
is the cost of the new machinery laid 
down at the Enfield Small Arms 
Factory during the last three vears; 
what percentage of the plant at the 
Royal Small Arms Factory, Enfield, 
is now lving idle; what percentage will 
be idle if the discharges now contem- 
plated by the Government are carried 
out; and what s tie estimated cost of 
the electrical plant now being laid down 
at the Roval Small Arms Factory, 
Enfield. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Tne 
figures of the cost of the new machinery 
are as follows :—1902-5, £39,966 ; 1903-4, 
£48,527; 1904-5, £8,500. About 20 per 
cent. of the plant is now lying idle and 
about 75 per cent. will be lying idle if the 
discharges now contemplated are carried 
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being laid down is estimated at £6,679, 


Discharge Gratuities at Enfield Small 
Arms Factory, 

CoLtoneEL BOWLES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
allow the men employed at Enfield, who 
may be able to find employment else. 
where, to receive the gratuity and be 
discharged on reduction. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Every 
considerat:on will be given to individual 
cases, but no general undertaking can be 
given in the sense suggested by the 
Question. It must be remembered that 
seven years service is required to entitle 
aman to a gratuity when discharged on 
reduction. 


Sword and Bayonet Manufacture at 
Enfield. | 

CoLoneEL BOWLES: [beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what num 
bers of swords, bayonets, and sword 
bayonets have been made at the En- 
field Small Arms Factory during the 
years I888-9, 1889-90, 1890-91, 1891-2, 
1892-3, 1893-4, 1894-5, 1895-6, 1896-7. 
1897-8, 1898-9, 1899-1900, 1900-1. 
1901-2, 1902-3, and the cost each year 
respectively ; what numbers have been 
given to the trade each year of each 
arm, and what is the cost each year 
respectively; what are the numbers 
given to the Enfield Small Arms Factory 
and the trade respectively for the com- 
ing year. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: If 
my hon. and gallant friend will permit 
me, I will include the statistics for 
which he asks in the genera! Return 
which I propose to give, and which | 
alluded to in my reply to a_ previous 
Question. In regard to the last part ot 
the Question, the allocation for the 
coming year has not yet been settled. 


South African Mining Compounds. 
Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that a South African mining com- 
pany has erected a barbed wire fence 
round its compound, and has covered the 


whole of the open space in the centre 
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of the compound overhead with wire 
netting; and whether he will give in- 
structions for this form of confinement 
to be discontinued. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): If the hon. 
Member will communicate to me the 
name of the company to which he re- 
fers, I will consider whether it is neces- 
sary to inquire into the matter. 


Mr. LEVY: The Frank Smith Dia- 
mond Mining Company. 


Colonial Marriages. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
has received any communication from 
the Government of any of the self-govern- 
ing Colonies urging that marriages which 
have been lawfally contracted in other 
parts of the Empire should be legalised 
in this country. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Nothing has been 
received since the Answer given to the 
similar Question asked by the hon, and 
gallant Memberon March 13th,f to which 
I would refer him. 


(GENERAL LAURIE: I never received 
that Answer. 


Transvaal War Contribution. 

Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has any infor- 
mation not yet disclosed to the House 
which would explain Lord Milner’s 
statement that the promised contribution 
of the Transvaal to the cost of the war 
isan obligation of honour only; whether 
he can state upon whose honour the 
obligation is founded; whether the 
obligation is less binding upon the 
(rovernment of the Transvaal than is the 
obligation upon other British Colonies 
to pay their debts; and whether he 
has any reason to suppose that the 
Government of the Transvaal do not 
— the obligation as binding upon 
them, 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: I believe the 


hon. Gentleman was fortunate enough 
not to hear my speech yesterday, but I 
must refer him to it. He will there find 
that I dealt fully with the subject of 
this Question. 


Mr. McKENNA: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give me a_ shorter 
Answer ? 


Excessive Drinking in Burma. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the Burma Excise Administration Report 
for 1904, in which the Deputy Commis- 
sioner for Tharrawaddy and others allude 
to the great increase in the habit of 
drinking to excess among the Burmese, 
and to the difficulties experienced by the 
Excise oificers in Burma in suppressing 
illicit distillation ; and, if so, whether he 
proposes to take any steps in the matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): The Report to which the hon. 
Member refers shows that the local 
authorities are fully alive to the evil, 
which mainly results from the increasing 
wealth of the population. In Lower 
Burma, in order to restrict facilities for 
obtaining liquor, the number of shop 
licences has been reduced in the current 
vear by twelve per cent. The local 
Government has further directed a 
systematic scrutiny of shop licences in 
every district with a view to securing, 
if possible, still further reductions. 
Measures are being taken to deal with 
illicit distillation of country spirits, which 
is confined to the wilder and more inac- 
cessible tracts. I do not consider that 
any action on my part is called for. 


Indian Water Supplies. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India what 
provision has been made, by the local 
Governments or otherwise, for conserving 
and extending the water supply in 
Guzerat, the Central Provinces, and the 
Deccan, since the investigations made 
four years ago by the Scott-Moncrieff 
, Commission in those districts. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The following is 


the latest information in my possession :— 
In Gujerat attention has chiefly been 
devoted to the inspection and repair of 
small tanks. The work of restoring 532 
of these tanks which were out of repair 
is in progress. In the northern part of 
the Deccan a number of minor irrigation 
works of the nature of masonry works 
across streams have been inspected and 
repaired; four small tanks have been 


Questions. 


constructed, and projects for twelve 
others are under investigation. In the 


southern portion of the Deccan the 
engineering staff is occupied principally 
in the repair of minor irrigation works. 
In addition, estimates have been pre- 
pared for two larger projects, one to 
cost forty-one lakhs in the Poona district, 


and another in Belgaum costing thirty- | 
In the Central Provinces | 


three lakhs. 
the construction of twelve tanks, the 


aggregate cost of which is estimated at. 
over twenty-one lakhs, has been sanc- | 


tioned for protective purposes; in four 
of the 


advanced. A number of minor tanks 


have been surveyed, and in the past | 
vear thirty-six tanks were begun under | 


the grant-in-aid system, 


Indian Tea Association and the Import | 


Duty on Tea. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbizh- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 


State for India whether he has received 


representations from the Government of | 


India on behalf of the Indian Tea Associ- 
ation, intimating that the present import 
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tect themselves in the whole of the area 
in British Somaliland outside such 
limitations, Perhaps, having regard to 
the statement of the noble Lord last 
night on the rising of the House, he will 
inform the House whether the Govern- 
ment is likely to be induced to modify or 
rary in any way the policy recently 
announced owing to arrangements having 
been made with the Mullah. 


THE UNDER- SECRETARY © op 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): I am not aware 
that it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to modify their policy. The right 
to British protection is limited to the 
country inhabited by the tribes with 
whom His Majesty’s Government have 
treaty engagements. The Answer to the 
second paragraph is in the negative. 





Income-Tax Collectors in Scotland. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): | 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer at what date the collection of the 
income-tax was first added to the other 
duties of the officers of Inland Revenue 
(Excisemen) in Scotland. 


| 


THe CHANCELLOR or tre EXCHE- 
| QUER (Mr. Austex CoamBerzaty, Wor- 
| cestershire, E.): The collection of income- 

tax in Scotland through ‘“ Excise officials” 
of the Inland Revenue was first made in 
| 1854. But the particular officers who 
/may be taken to fall under the term 
|“ Excisemen” were not so employed 
| until 1879. 


duty on tea has imposed a serious burden | 


on the tea industry in India, and urging | 
the necessity for a substantial reduction | 
of the duty in the torthcoming Budcet ; 


and whether tliese repre-enta‘ions have 


been communicated to the Chancellor of | 


the Exchequer. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The answer to both 
Questions is in the affirmative. 


British Somaiiland. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE 
Walden): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs what 
are the limitations of British Somaliland 
within which effective protection is now 
given to the native population; and 
whether natives are now armed to pro- 


(Essex, Saffron | 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates— 
Harrison's Case. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that a labourer named Harrison was 
recently refused a certificate of exemption 
from vaccination for his child by the 
magistates sitting at Spilsby and Boston; 
that he was subsequently summoned, and 
in default of payment of the fine of £1 
and £1 2s. 6d. costs, was sent to prison 
| for one month; and that since this man’s 
'release he was, on the 27th February, 
|again summoned for not obeying the 
| vaccination order; and, in view of the 
‘fact that he has repeatedly endeavoured 
'to make clear that he conscientiously 





In 
re] 
fa 
D 





649 Questions. 


believes that vaccination would be pre- 
judicial to the health of his child, will 
the Secretary of State consider the 
expediency of directing the attention of 
the magistrates at Spilsby and Boston to 
the remarks made by the Lord Chief 
Justice at Birmingham, on the 27th July 
last, in regard to the principles on which 
the Act ought to be administered. 


*TuHe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkKErs- 
Doveras, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : I have 
made inquiries into this case, and I learn 
that the remarks on the subject of con- 
scientious objection to vaccination, made 
by the Lord Chief Justice at the Bir- 
mingham Summer Assizes, were brought 
tothe notice of the Spilsby magistrates 
before they convicted Harrison. The 
question whether the circumstances justify 
the issue of a certificate of exemption is 
in each case one for the discretion of the 
magistrates, with which I have no power 
{o interfere, 


Factory Orders—Overtime Regulations. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Olitheroe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
the trade union representing the opera- 
tives affected by the issue of Order No. 
1,696 was consulted before such issue, 
or in what way was the opinion of the 
workpeople concerned ascertained. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Answer 
to the first part of the Question is in the 
negative; and to the second part is that, 
as I have already explained to the hon. 
Member, His Majesty’s Inspector for the 
district reported to me that the operatives 
concerned would strongly object to the 
abolition of overtime in the making up 
of the articles named. 


Mr. SHACKLETON: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say in what way he 
ascertained that opinion ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I will make 
inquiry. I cannot say at present, but the 
report [ have is amply confirmed by the 
fact that since the publication of the 
Drait Order no objection at, all has been 
brought to my notice. 
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Mr. SHACKLETON: Has the riglit 


hon. Gentleman not received repeated 
objections from people in Belfast ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Not that I 
am aware of, but I will inquire and let 
the hon. Gentleman know. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): Will 


‘the report of the inspector be laid on 


the Table 2 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: 
sider that. 


I will con- 


Alleged Wrongful Convictions—Cases of 
Edalji and Rolls. 

Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will give instructions 
that, in connection with the appeals 
in the cases of ex-Constable Rolls, 
of the Metropolitan Constabulary, and 
George Edalji, all the documents in the 
possession of the prosecution and the 
reports presented to the Home Secretary 
which have induced him to reject peti- 
tions for their release may be inspected 
by the representatives of Rolls and Edalji, 
respectively, so as to enable them to give 
such further information and explanation 
to the Home Secretary as may be deemed 
vital to a further consideration of these 


cases. 


*Mr, AKERS-DOUGLAS: The reply 
is in the negative. In the cases referred 
to I have given the fullest consideration 
to any and every representation on bekali 
of the prisoners which has been submitted 
to me by their friends or otherwise, and 
I have taken every available means t» 
obtain information before arriving at a 
decision. It would be inconsistent with 
my duty as the adviser of the Crown in 
the exercise of the prerogative of mercy 
to allow prisoners or their friends to have 
access to documents in my possession 
which are always of a confidential nature. 
Tam always ready to consider any further 
representations which may be made to me 
on behalf of a prisoner. 


Royal Commission on London Traffic. 

Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR (Christ- 
church): I beg to ask the Secretary 0: 
State for the Home Department whether 
he can say when the Royal Commission 
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on London Traffic is expected to issue its 


Report. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Roval 
Commission en London Traffi: are now 
considering their Report, but they are 
unable at present to state at what date 
it will be possible for the Report to be 
presented to Parliament. 


Military Prisoners in Civil Prisons. 

Mr. KENNETH BALFOUR: I beg 
to ask the Secretary ot State for the 
Home Department whether the transfer 
of military prisoners to military prisons 
has been completed; and, if not, can he 
sate the nember of soldiers now in con- 
viet and local prisons. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The trans- 
fer of military prisoners to military 
prisons, and of the administration of 
these prisons to the War Office, was com- 
pleted in the course of last vear, Only 
those soldiers who are sentexced to penal 
servitude, or who are convicted of 
c-iminal offences, are now committed to 
eivil prisons. ‘On December 51st, 1904, 
there were sixty-six soldiers in convict 
prisons, and 157 soldiers in local prisons. 


Royal Commission on Trades Disputes. 

*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
can inform the House when the Royal 
Commission on Trades Disputes is 
expected to present its Report; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Trades Union and Trades Disputes Bill 
will be shortly considered by the Standing 
Committee on Law, it is possible for the 
Comiss:on to issue their Report without 
delay. 


*Vrn, AKERS-DOUGLAS : 
(ommission on Trade Disputes are 
engaged in the consideration of their 
Report, but they are unable ‘o name aiuv 
Cefinite date for its issue. I hope it will 
be | efore the Report stage of the Bill. 


The Royal 


Pauper Alien Lunatics. 
*COLONEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can give the number of 
pauper alien lunatics and imbeciles main- 





tained in lunatic asylums and_ public 
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institutions in the United Kingdom; and 
whether any means exist of ascertaining 
the country of origin of such lunatics and 
imbeciles. 


*Mr. AKRERS-DOUGLAS : The number 
of pauper alien lunatics maintained in 
county and borough asylums in England 
and Wales was. in 1903, 817. as is shown 
in Table XIV. A. on page 146 of the last 
Report of the Lunacy Commissioners, 
The same table gives the countries of 
origin, information as to whici is obtained 
from the medical oificers of asylums. 
I regret I am unable to give num- 


ber of alien imbeciles maintained in pub- 


lic institutions other than asylums, and 
also that, without longer notice. f cannot 
give the number of alien lunatics for 
the whole of the United Kingdom. 


Employment of Children Act—London 
ounty Council By-Laws. 

*COLONEL LEGGE: I bez to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether the by-laws made by the 
London County Council under the Em- 
ployment of Children Act have vet been 
approved by the Home Office; and, if 
not, what has been the cause of the 
delay in settling these rules. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir 
These by-laws were formally made by 
the Council and submitted to me only 
a few days ago. The delay lias been 
due. I understand, to the fact that the 
by-laws were referred by the Council te 
the education committee for their 
consi leration. 


it: hon. 
of the 


Mr. TENNANT: Will the rig 
Gentleman to a Return 
by-laws issued under this Act? 


consent 


1 
Does the 


je ol 


*Me. AKERS-DOUGLAS: 
Gentleman mean for the wh 
England ¢ 


Me. TENNANT: 


non, 


Yes. 

*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, it might 
be useful, but perhaps it wou!d be better 
to wait for a time, as many by-laws are 
in process of completion. 


National Telephone Agreement. 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby): I beg to ask the 
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Postmaster-General whether he can and 
will arrange in the Agreement with 
the National Telephone Company that 
until the transfer to the Government the 
requirements and plant sha!l be purchased 
exclusively from British manufacturers 
so far as British manufacturers are able 
to supply the same, these requirements 
being upwards of £250,000 per annum. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): It 
isnot open to me now to modify in any 
respect the Agreement which has been 
signed subject to the veto of Parliament. 


London Postal Boundaries. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
nev, 8.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
(ieneral whether he will consider the 
desirability of readjusting the boundaries 
of the districts served by the various 
head offices and sub-offices in London 
in such manner that the whole of each 


metropolitan borough may be served 
from the same head office, and from 


such number of sub-offices dealing only 
with that metropolitan borough as its 





siz* may require. 

Lorp STANLEY: I regret that it 
would not be practicable to adopt the 
suggestion of the hon. Member, as it 
would necessitate a complete remodelling 
of the whole postal erginisation of 
London without procuring any accelera- 
tion in the delivery of letters. The 
question was raised in 1905 by the 
Council of Metropolitan Mayors, and was 
fully considered by mv predecessor, who 
arrived at the same conclusion. 


Electrified Railways Precautions at 
Level Crossings. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade if he will state 
the number of level crossings on the 
electrified portion of the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire and North Eastern Railways, 
vnd the nature of the steps taken to warn 
protect the public from accidents 
with the electrically 





} 
@ly 


through contact 
charged rail, 


Tuk SECRETARY to tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Boxar Law. Glasgow, 


Blackfriars): On the electrically equipped 
portion of the Lancashire and Yorkshire 
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Railway there are nineteen public and 
thirty-three private level crossings, and on 
the similar portion of the North Eastern 
Railway the numbers are eighteen and 
twenty-nine. Both railway companies 
have informed me that the electric 
current is not carried over the crossings 
by means of a charged rail but by a cable 
connecting with the live rail on either 
side of the crossing, and the ends of the 
rail are protected with non-conducting 
material, The companies also state that 
warning boards are fixed at the crossings. 


Mr. WEIR: Does this apply to both 


public and private crossings ? 
Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes. 


Wireless Telegraphy—-Communication 

with Lightships. 

Masor SEELY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether arrangements are yet com- 
pleted for connecting the six specified 
lightships with the shore by wireless 
telegraphy for life-saving purposes. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: No, Sir, but I am 
glad to say that the agreement with the 
Marconi Company, which has involved 
the consideration of many difficult points 
of principle and detail, is nearing com- 
pletion. 


Sugar Duties—Customs Inspection of the 
Refineries. 

Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
aware that the effect of 
the Sugar Con- 


whether he is 
the regulations under 
vention and sugar duties has been to 
drive out of business as sugar retiners 
comparatively small works which cannot 
afford to pay for at least two Customs 
officers to attend at their works, and that 
Messis.Criddie & Co., of Liverpool, have 
hether 





closed their refinery ; will he say 


similar regulations are now about to 
come into foree with respect to the 
golden syrup business; and, if so, 


whether the Department will favourably 
consider some alteration of the regula- 
tions referred to. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Sugar refineries 
are supervised by the Crown free of 
charge, and no refiner can therefore have 
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been driven out of business because of the 
expense entailed by the attendance of 
Customs officers. No regulations are 


Questions. 


about to come into force with respect | 
| missioner of Works, if he will expla‘n the 


to the syrup business. 


Holborn Municipal Irregularities. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to the irregu- 
larities in the municipal government of 
the metropolitan borough of Holborn, 
and whether, although a committee of 
inquiry has been appointed by the 
borough council, the Local Government 
Board will be prepared to investigate 
and conduct a public inquiry into a 
matter of such great and general public 
interest. 


Tue PRESIDENT tHE LOCAL 


OF 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD | 


Batrour, Leeds, Central): I am aware 


of the irregularities in the accounts 


of some of the officers of the borough 
council, and I have seen the _ re- 
ports of the district auditor on the 
subject. The audit is still proceed- 
ing, and at the present time I have 
no authority to direct an inquiry in 
relation to the irregularities referred to. 


Mr. SLACK: Is it possible to arrange 
that two or three representatives of the 
Local Government Board should take 
part in the inquiry now proceeding ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If the 
borough council make application to that 
effect I shall be glad to consider it. 
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Abingdon Street Improvement. 
Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester); 


I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First Com- 


proposed purchase of a house in Abing- 
don Street for £10,000, as provided in 
the Estimates for 1905-6. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The arrange- 
ment with the County Council will be 
understood if my hen. friend will refer 
to Section 8, Sub-sections 9 to 12, of the 
London County Council Improvements 
Act, 1900, together with the deposited 
signed plan referred to in the section, 
For the widening of Abingdon Street at 
its northern end, the front portions, at 
least, of the five houses at the top of the 
street have to be removed; No. 29 is the 
fourth of these, and the only one not 
already belonging to Government. The 
acquisition of the site, minus the small 
part thrown into the street, will com- 
plete a valuable block or property. 


Non-Provided Schools—Religious 
Teaching and Teachers’ Pay. 

Mr. WORSLEY-TAYLOR = (Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
a notice issued by the West Riding 
County Council to the managers of non- 
provided schools within their jurisdiction 
to the effect that, as from the Ist of 
May, they will deduct from the salaries 
of teachers in those schools such a pro- 
portionate sum as represents the time 
occupied by such teachers in giving 
denominational religious instruction; 


| and, if so, whether the Board of Educa- 


Ventilation of the House of Commons. 

CotonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
(Bath): [ beg to ask the hon. Member | 
for Chorley, as representing the First | 
Commissioner of Works, when the new | 
works for improving the ventilation of 
the House of Commons are likely to be 
completed. 


Lord BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): It is anticipated that the 
works recommended by the Select 


Committee will be completed by Easter ; 
but experimental tests which are being | 
continued may possibly necessitate | 
further minor improvements, 


i tion 


(the Education Act, 


will take steps to protect the 
managers and teachers of such schools 
against this action. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1amM Anson, Oxford University): 
I have seen the notice in question. The 
Board have been in communication with 
the local authority and with managers of 
voluntary schools on the subject of this 
notice, and have informed them that 
the Board are advised that the action 
contemplated by the local education 
authority contravenes the provisions 0! 
1902, and that 








657 Questions. 


managers are not bound to comply with 
the instructions conveyed in the notice. 


Somerset House Records. 

CotonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can see his way to trans- 
ferring from Somerset House to the 
Public Record Office all wills proved 
before 1700, to enable students to refer 
to them without fee; if not, whether he 
will make arrangements at Somerset 
House, so that those early wills can he 
consulted under rules, as at the Record 
(iffice, by all students free of charge. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
rHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I would refer my 
hon. and gallant friend to the Answer 
given on this subject by my predecessor 
on June 18th, 1903.¢ I understand that 
visitors are allowed without fee to 
search the calendars of the wills proved 
at a time not less than 100 years prior 
to the search being made, 


Scottish Congested Districts—Trade 
Apprenticeships for Boys. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether the invitation of the 
Conzested Districts Board for Scotland 
to assist in the maintenance of twenty 
boys from congested districts desirous of 
being apprenticed to trades has been 
responded to; and, if so, will he state 
from what parishes applications have 
been received, and the number from 
each parish. 


THe LORD -ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
{texson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Applica- 
tions have been received as follows :—- 
from the parishes of Barra, 13; South 
Uist, 3; North Uist, 3; Harris, 2; 
Stornoway, 8; Lochs, 8; Barvas, 4; 
Portree, 4; Bracadale, 1; Applecross, 
8; Gairloch, 2; Assynt, 1; Lairg, 1; 
South Ronaldshay, 1;  Bressay, j;1. 
Total, 60 for boys. 


Ross and Inverness Medical Officer of 
Health. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the!Lord- 
Advocate whether, in*the event of a 
nedical officer of health‘ beingfappointed 
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for the mainland of the counties of Ross 
and Cromarty and Inverness, will ar- 
rangements be made that such officer 
shall devote the whole of his time to 
the duties of his office, and not engage 
in private practice. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: This matter 
is engaging the attention of the Secretary 
for Scotland, but he cannot undertake 
to give any definite promise on the 
subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that it is the practice all 
over the country—in both England and 
Wales—that no medical officer shall 
engage in either private or consultative 
practice ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : T am not. 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state when he pro- 
poses to introduce the Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Amendment Bill. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : I propose to 
introduce this Bill without delay. 


Grants to Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been called 
to the case of an evicted tenant restored 
to his farm in which he made an applica- 
tion to the Estates Commissioners for a 
grant of money to restock his land and 
rebuild his houses, which was refused 
because the arrangement for reinstate- 
ment and sale was made between the 
landlord and tenant and carried out by 
the Land Commission rather than 
through the Estates Commissioners ; and, 
if so, whether he will take steps to 
secure that advances shall be made for 
this purpose. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): This case cannot be identified 
upon the information given. If the 
hon. Member will supply me with the 
name of the evicted tenant and date of 
his application I shall be pleased to 


make further inquiry. 
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Belfast Revaluation. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
recent revaluation of Belfast does not 
include that of a number of heredita- 
ments estimated at a value of so much 
£100,000; whether he informed a 
deputation from Belfast City Council 
some time since, that a Bill to repair 
the effects of this omission had been 
drafted by direction of the Commissioner 
of Valuation; and, if so, what are the 
intentions of the Government in regard to 
that measure; and whether, pending the 
rectification of the omission referred to, 
if such omission has occurred, he will 
take steps to prevent the partia! revalua- 
tion of Belfast becoming operative. 


as 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
TRELAND (Mr. Arxryson, London- 
derry, N.): A draft Bill bas been 
prepared by the Commissioner of 
Valuation, and will immediately receive 
the attention of my right hon. friend, 


I cannot state the precise day on 
which it will be introduced. I see no 
reason at present to suspend the 
coming into force of the general re- 


valuaticn pending the passing of the 
Bill, but I will communicate with the 
Commissioner on the subject. 


Mr. CLANCY : Does not the intention 
to introduce the Bill prove the existing 
injustice. Ought not the partial re- 
valuation to be suspended ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Cooscroum Fishing Industry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, §.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the necessity for an improvement of 
the facilities for landing fishing boats at 
Cooscroum, county Kerry, the Congested 


Districts Board will agree to act in 
accordance with the suggestions un- 


animously put forward by the local 
authorities, pending the provision of a 
permanent slip. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The question 
of effecting further improvements at this 
place will be considered by the Board at 
their meeting next month. 
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Irish Constabulary—Marriage 
Regulations. 
Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
practice in the Irish Constabulary to 
permit a married constable to remain in 
the district to which his wife belongs ; 
whether he is aware that Sergeant 
Sullivan, of Dunshaughlen, married some 
months ago the daughter of a publican 
in Skryne, which is in Sullivan’s district ; 
and whether, in the interest of the due 
observance of the licence laws, Sullivan 
will be removed to another county. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first inquiry is in the negative. The 
sergeant was necessarily retained at his 
present station on special duty which is 
about to terminate, when he will be 
removed to another county. 


Irish National School Teachers and 
Science Training. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the number of teachers at present 
emploved in the national schools who 
have received no training in elementary 
scence either from the Board’s organ- 
isers or in the training colleges; the 
number who have not been trained in 
the full course of instruction laid down 
by the Commissioners for the pupils in 
the schoo!s; the number of schools which 
have not yet received equipment grants 
of apparatus and in which therefore 
no science teaching has yet been com- 
menced: a list of suitable centres in 
which no organisers’ classes for teachers 
have yet been held, and in which, in 
the opinion of the Commissioners of 
National Education and their expert 
advisers, it is desirable to have continu- 
ation or revision courses of instruction. 


Mr. HAYDEN: I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the teachers trained in the organ- 
isers’ preliminary courses have not been 
given as extensive a knowledge of the 
subject as is, according to the Board’s 
official programme, expected from their 
sixth and seventh-standard pupils; and 
that only the 500 teachers admitted to 
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the Part II. course have yet been given 
such knowledge; and, seeing thatit was 
the intention of the Commissioners that 
the vast majority of the teachers should 
be admitted to this Part II. course, 
whether provision will be made for 
having this intention carried into effect 
as well as for training the teachers who 
have not vet been admitted to any 
course and have already been through 
the training colleges, 
© 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
of teachers employed in national schools 
is about 12,000, and, of these, 5,829 
have not received any training in 
elementary science, and 1,897 have 
been trained in part of the course only. 
7,195 have not yet received 
equipment grants of scientific apparatus 
but, as stated by me yesterday,t pro- 
vision has been made in the Estimates 
for the continuance of these grants. 
The Commissioners have arranged with 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for the training 
of teachers in elementary science at 
local technical sehools, and the ne ‘essary 
financial provision has been made for 
the travelling expenses of the teachers 
who may receive such training during 
the coming vear. 


schools 


Report of the Head Organiser of Science 
Teaching in Ireland. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the opinion of the Com- 
missioners of National Education that 
there is no reason to anticipate that 
the progress of science teaching in the 
schools will diminish owing to the 
reduction in numbers of the organising 
stati; and whether he will lay before the 
House the last (1904) Report of the 
Inspector and Head Organiser of Science 
Instruction, who is immediately respon- 
sible for the progress of science teaching 
in the schools ; whether he will state the 
approximate annual sum, over and above 
that already placed upon the Estimates, 
which would be necessary to permit of 
the organisers’ classes being continued 
as heretofore : and whether, in order that 
the organising work which has been 


{21 Marcu 1905} 





t See page 461. 


Questions. 662 


practically only well begun may be 
carried on, he will recommend that the 
necessary funds be provided. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Report of 
the Head Organiser for 1904 will be 
published with the Board’s Annual 
Report for that vear. There is no inten- 
tion of continuing the employment of 
sub-organisers after the 31st instant, 
which would involve an additional ex- 
penditure of £4,500 a year. 


Extra Subjects and Attendance 
Calculations in Irish Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
tothe Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, whether 
the regulations re extra subjects included 
in the circular to inspectozs, and to 
which attention was drawn last year, 
have since been withdrawn; whether he 
is aware of the dissatisfaction that has 
been created throughout Ireland by the 
system of calculating attendances for 
extra subjects followed by some of the 
National Board inspectors; and, if so, 
whether the National Board intend to 
take up the matter and have it settled 
at once. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Neither of 
the circulars referred to has been 
withdrawn. In some few cases manage s 
of schools have objected to the methods 
adopted in the calculation of attendances 
at extra subject classes. In such cases 
explanations were sent to the managers. 
No further aciion is contemplated by 
the National Board. 


Darby's Point Pier, Achill Island. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that the survey for the 
extension of Darby’s Point Pier at 
Achill Island, county Mayo, for which 
the Board passed a vote at their meeting 
in November last, was made on various 
dates between January 23rd and February 
7th, he will explain why the Secret iry 
of the Congested Districts Board 
(Ireland) in a letter dated March 2nd 
and addressed to the hon. Member for 
Mayo West, stated that the survey wes 
not yet made 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Secretary 


to the Board was not in possession of 
the information mentioned in the first 
part of the Question until the 8th 
instant, when the engineer’s report 
was received. Hence his letter of the 
2nd instant. 


Belfast Revaluation. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
jand whether, in the recent revaluation 
of Belfast, public-houses havebeen valued 
on a different principle from that adopted 
in the case of other business establish- 
ments, the value of the licences being 
taken into account in the one case and 
the volume of business done not being 
taken into account in the other; and, if 
so, whether, in view of the fact that the 
recent decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Treland in the case of Armstrong v. the 
Commissioner of Valuation was to the 
eflect that the volume of business should 
in all cases be taken into account, the 
revaluation of Belfast will be allowed to 
become operative till all business houses 
are valued on the same principle. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My right hon. 
and learned friend replied to a precisely 
similar Question on the 7th instant.t 


Mr. CLANCY: No, Sir, the Question 
was not identical to this. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
it was to the same effect and that my 
right hon. friend’s Answer covered the 
whole ground. If the hon, Gentleman 
thinks otherwise and will put down 
another Question I shall be happy to 
consider if [ean give any further Answer. 


Trish Agricultural Department —Catholic 
erks. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the chief clerk of the Agricultural De- 
partment acted wholly on his own 
initiative in sending for one of the 
Catholic clerks of the veterinary branch 
and suggesting to him that he should 
withdrawfrom the writtenrepresentations 
which that clerk and other Catholic 





* See (4) Debates, exlii., 585. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 664 


| gentlemen of the branch had laid before 
the Department in May last; and, if not, 
can he state definitely the name of the 
administrative official under whose 
authority such action was taken. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The tirst part of 
this Question was answered by my right 
hon. friend on the Ist instant.t 


Iveagh-Pirrie Motor Scheme. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether a petition was forwarded 
from Clonaslee, Queen’s County, to Mr. 
Pirrie, asking that the Iveagh-Pirrie 
motor scheme should be put into opera- 
tion in the district; and whether he can 
say what is the reason of the delay in 
acceding to this request.t 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 
information as to the petition in question, 
which is one entirely for the promoters 
of the scheme to deal with. The sug- 
gested service is not one of those origin- 
ally contemplated. 


New College of Science-in Dublin. 

Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any instructions have 
been given to the architects to provide 
for the use of Irish materials in the con- 
struction of the new College of Science 
in Dublin; whether, if such instructions 
have been issued, it has been intimated 
therein, or in any other document. by 
those in authority, that full opportunity 
of tendering should be given to all Irish 
quarry owners; and, in view of the fact 
that Portland stone used only a few vears 
ago in parts of the museum buildings in 
Dublin has weathered badly, and_ has 
already shown symptons of premature 
decay, any precaution has been taken 
against the use of that material in the 
proposed building in the same locality. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I do not 
consider it will be advisable to place re- 
strictions upon the contractor as to the 
source of his supply of materials, but the 
utmost care will be taken that whatever 
stone is selected shall be of the best 
quality. 


t See (4) Debates, cxlii., 27. 
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Mr. CLANCY: Then am I to under- 
stand that the promise made last year 
that Irish materials should be used as 
far as possible is to be broken ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: No, Sir. 


Imperial Committee of Defence. 

CoLoNEL WELBY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will consider the advisability of propos- 
ing an addition to the Imperial Com- 
mittee of Defence, in equal numbers to 
political members now of it, of members 
of the Opposition who have held office 
in the Departments of the Admiralty, | 
War Office, Colonies, or India, with a | 
view to non-Party union in laying down | 
and carrving out continuous principles 
of defence by sea and land. 
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them. These records will be inthe hands 
of our successors, and if they are con- 
vincing we shall have continuity of policy ; 
if they are not convincing no arrange- 
ment of membership of the nature pro- 
posed will produce that result. On the 
whole, therefore, I do not think it would 
be desirable to introduce so anomalous 
an addition, so strange to the ordinary 
arrangement of a body more or less 
responsible for giving advice to the 
Cabinet, which would contain not only 
members of the Cabinet, but members 
violently opposed to it. I am not dis- 
posed in these circumstances to accede 
to my hon. and gallant friend’s sugges- 
tion. 





Home Defence Requirements. 
CoLonEL WELBY: I beg to ask the 


| First Lord of the Treasury whether the 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLtrour, Manchester, E.): In answer | 
to my hon. and gallant friend, I must | 
say that in my judgment no mechanical | 
arrangement will secure the absence of | 
Party in dealing with any great question. | 
There are questions which are dealt with | 
without partisanship, but that is due to | 
the good feeling and patriotism of hon. | 
Members on both sides of the House. | 
But there is no way of securing that, | 
and it would not be secured by the | 
particular machinery which my hon. 
friend’s Question provides. There is 


another point to which I would call | 


attention. It is this. Continuity of 
foreign policy has intrinsic advantages 
altogether apart from the nature of the 
policy which is continuous. I meanitisa | 
positive, though sometimes a necessary, 
evil for one Government to reverse the 
foreign policy of its predecessors. I do 


not think that is the case with regard to | 


defence. JT think each 


Government, 


during the course of its tenure of office, | 


has nothing whatever to think of except 
the actual merits of the case before it. 
The only way to secure continuity is that 


there should be a common view as to| 


what the merits of the particular ques- 
tion are. 


keeping records fairly ample of the con- 
clusions at which we have arrived, and 
the grounds on which we arrived at 


We have secured that, as far | 
as it can be secured, under the existing | 
system of the C ittee of Defence by | 
ystem oO le ommuiuttee 0 efence Dy | 


Imperial Committee of Defence has 


| modified, and, if so, by what numbers, 


the estimate dated May llth, 1905, 
laid before the Royal Commission on the 
Militia and Volunteers by the War Office, 
that the total number of troops required 
for Home defence is, Defensive Garrisons, 
150,000 ; Mobile Force, England, 120,000 ; 
Mobile Force, Treland, 30,000; Cadres 
of Depots and Training Units, 30,000; 
Total, 330,000. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The figures to 
which my hon. friend refers, and which 
were supplied to the Royal Commission, 
were not authoritative, and the Com- 
mission were informed that they were not 
authoritative. Personally I should my- 
| self dissent from them. 


Sittings of the House—Hour of Meeting 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, for the convenience of Members 
‘generally, His Majesty’s Government 
will propose an Amendment of the Stand- 
|ing Order (Sittings of the House) that 
| will provide that the House shall meet 
| at 2.30 o’clock, and that Questions shall 
begin at 2.45 o’clock. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The change 
in our rules which my hon. friend, follow- 
ing the example of many hon. Gentlemen 
|on both sides of the House, has from 
|time to time suggested, would be, I 
| believe, a convenience to a large number 
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of Members, and certainly a very great 
convenience to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I suppose there are no Members 
to whom the present rule is more incon- 
venient. I do not, however, propose 
to make any suggestions at the present 
time for the alteration of the rule. The 
disadvantage of mek ng an alteration is 
clear. You will diminish by an appreci- 
able fraction the most important period 
for our discussions. It is the afternoon 
sitting which is the most important 
portion of the day. I think it would 
be a serious thing to diminish that bv 
the amount of time suggested by my 
hon. friend: and though, on full con- 
sideration, the House might come to a 
decision that a change should be made, 
and though I do not oppose it on principle, 
I do not intend at present to put any 
suggestion on the Paper to carry it out. 


Standing Orders. 

Sir RICHARD JEBB (Cambridge 
University): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is pro- 
posed, and, if so, when, to complete 
the terms of the Standing Order 
(O:ider in the House), and to resume 
the discussion of that Order which was 
adjourned cn 13th February, 1902. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Tshould be glad 
to have an opportunity to resume and 
complete the consideration of the rules, 
but my hon. friend will readily under- 
stand that there is more important 
business hefore the House at present, 
and I am hardly in a position to state 
when it will be possible to take up this 
half accomplished task. 


Re-election of Ministers. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is 
the intention of the Government to 
proceed this sess‘on with the Bill for 
removing the necessity for re-election in 
the case of acceptance of office by Mem- 
ters of the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill to 


which my hon. friend refers is ready. 


Notice of it appeared in the King’s 
Speech of last year, I adhere to the 
strong view which I have held for 


many vears that the present rule as to 
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re-election is inimical to the best inter- 
ests of the country; and if [ had any 
chance of passing the Bill without dis- 
cussion I should be glad to do so, if 
not for our benefit, at all events for 
the benefit of our successors, I myself 
believe it is one of the most antiquated 
prejudices which induces us to stick to 
this rule, and I am convinced many 
years will not elapse before, by common 
consent, it is abolished. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Ordered, That all Standing Committees 
have leave to print and circulate with 
the Votes the Minutes of their Pro- 
ceedings and anv amended Clauses of 
Bills committed to them.—(Vr. John 
Ellis.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: 
—Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas, Mr. 
Solicitor-General, and Sir James Heath ; 
and had appointed in substitution, Mr. 
Attorney-General, Mr. Bonar Law, and 
Mr. Morrison. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
BLLL. 

“To amend the Law relating to th> 
Housing of the Working Classes,” pie- 
sented by Mr. Nannetti; supported by 
Captain Norton, Mr. Joyce, Mr. Harwood, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Field, and Sir J. 
Fortescue Flannery ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, April 10th, and to be 
printed. [Bill 111.] 


PLACES OF WORSHIP (SITES) BILL. 

“To give further facilities for the 
acquisition of sites for Places of Wor- 
ship,” presented by Mr. Herbert Lewis; 
supported by Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. 
Fenwick, Mr. Llovd-George, Mr. Perks, 
Mr. Compton Rickett, and Mr. Whitley; 
to be read a second tine To-morrow, 
and to be printed. [Bill 112.] 
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(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 


Cuass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £12,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the vear ending on the Slst day of 
March, 1905, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Departments of the 
Solicitor for the Affairs of His Majesty’s 
Treasury, King’s Proctor, and Director 
of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of 
Prosecutions, and other Legal Pro- 
ceedings.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 


proposed, “‘That Item BB (Criminal 
Prosecutions not undertaken by the 
Director of Public Prosecutions) be 


reduced by £200.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) was surprised that 
the lion. Member had given no ex- 
planation of the object of the Amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islingion, W.): I gave 


to) 
iton the last occasion. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said 
it did not follow that hon. Members 
now present were in the House when 
the question was last discussed, and 
they ought not to be asked to vote 
without being informed of the reasons 
why the reduction was proposed. He 
assumed that it was in connection with 
the Whitaker Wright prosecution. 
Now he was one of those who did not 
agree with the view of the Attorney- 
General in the matter of that prose- 
cution, but in the end it turned out 
that he was right, for Whitaker Wright 
Was convicted. But all men, even the 
Attorney-General, were liable to make 
mistakes, and because one might 
have been made in this case, he did 
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a sufficient reason for 
moving a reduction of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s salary. The point 
at issue between them, it would be in the 
recollection of the House, was as to the 
object of the issue of false balance-sheets, 
their contention being that by such 


issue money was obtained by false 
pretences and great misery caused. 


Therefore, that was an offence punish- 
able by law. But the Attorney-General 
took the view that there was no 
evidence to prove that the publication 
of the false balance- sheets enabled 
Whitaker Wright to obtain money or 
caused any one to lose it, and it was 
on that ground that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman based his opinion 
that the Government ought not to 
prosecute. That, he believed, was the 
wrong view. But then the hon. and 
learned Gentleman was not perhaps 
aware that numerous people would 
have sold their shares had it not been 
for the issue of the balance-sheets, and 
others bought shares on the strength of 
them, thus being undoubtedly defrauded 
of their money by a false pretence. 
No doubt the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man was animated by the desire, which 
so often animated lawyers and other 
people, to be certain of success before 


taking action, and there was something 
to be said for that point of view. 
It was suggested that those who 


suffered by reason of the failure of the 
London and Globe Finance Corporation 
should themselves have taken action. 
As a matter of fact they did so and 
events justified their policy. But that 
was no ground for suggesting that the 
Attorney-General was not capable of 
fulfilling the duties of his office, which, 
he assumed, was the object of the 
Motion. As he understood it the Govern- 
ment had done the right thing, and 
paid the costs of those who instituted 
the prosecution. When one once got 
in the hands of the law there was 
no telling what might happen. 


HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I rise to a point of order. 
The Motion before the House is for the 
reduction of the Vote. The hon. Member 
does not seem to be speaking to that 
question or to be making any remarks 
bearing upon the reduction. 


Sir 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: There are two 
questions really before the Committee, 
the reduction of the Vote and the pay- 
ment of the whole sum. The remarks 
of the hon. Member related to the 
payment of these prosecution expenses. 
1 think that is relevant; it is the line on 
which the debate proceeded the other 
night. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
.): And it occupied two hours. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY : I do 
not intend to occupy the time of the 
Committee any longer. 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE (Canarvon 
Boroughs) : Oh, go on, there is the closure 
at half-past five. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Ido not think I have 
ever in my experience of this House been 
present at a more gross obstruction 
and wasting of public time. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) rose, but Sir H. CampBeLt-BANNER- 
MAN remained standing. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member, 
I understand, rises to a point of order. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY: Yes, Sir. 
I wish to ask, Mr. Chairman, on a point of 
order, whether the right hon. Gentleman 
is speaking to the reduction or to the 
Vote. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: He was speaking 

to} neither; the right hon. Gentleman 
was referring to the course of the 
present debate. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What has happened with regard to this 
question of the Whitaker Wright prose- 
cution is this. It was discussed at quite 
sufficient length on the previous occasion. 
The Committee was then ready to divide, 
but it was arranged that it should be 
adjourned in order that the Secretary 
to the Treasury should convey some 
information which the House desired to 
possess. It was on that small point 
that the adjournment was agreed to, 
and now the Government, having taken 
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from us all our public time, except from 
a quarter-past three to half-past five, 
deliberately encourage one of their sup- 
porters to occupy a large part of that 
reduced time. There are other items 
in this Vote which require discus- 
sion, and this is the way in which 
they connive at—[Mr. Swirr MacNemu: 
Organise, Organise,]—yes, organise, the 
employment of the reduced time which 
thev have left to a muzzled House of 
Commons. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I 
think the right hon. Gentleman cannot 
possibly have been present on the last 
occasion, or he would recollect that this 
was discussed at considerable length, and 
it was on his side of the House that a 
determination was expressed to have more 
time for the discussion. A Motion was 
made to report Progress, and owing to its 
being very nearly twelve o’clock it was ob- 
viously useless to resist that Motion, and 
it was acquiesced in. There was no such 
arrangement as that which the right hon. 
Gentleman alleges [Opposition cries of 
“ Yes, there was’’]; and all hon, Gentle- 
men present will agree with what I say. 
[Cries of ‘No, no! We were present the 
whole time.”’] 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Look what has happened since that time. 
We have now the guillotine. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : That does not 
alter what took place, not even the guillo- 
tine can alter what has passed. I have no 
desire to stand between the House and 
the division, although no reason was 
given by the mover for the reduction. 


Mr. LOUGH: 


given. 


It has already been 


Str ROBERT FINLAY : In compliance 
with what appeared to be the 
general desire of the House, the Treasury 
said they would pay the costs of this 
prosecution. Now a Motion is made 
that £200 be taken out of the pockets 
of those who had conducted this prose- 
cution, [Mrnisrertat cheers.] I could 
have understood it if it had been 4 
Motion to reduce the salary of the Law 
Officers. 
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Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): That will come in time. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Having re- 
gard to the reasons~-the very odd reasons 
given for this Motion, may I be allowed to 
say one word. What I had to deter- 
mine was whether the name of the Di- 
rector of Public Prosecutions should be 
viven to the prosecution of Whitaker 
Wright; I had to form my opinion on 
the materials before me to the best of 
my judgment, and the conclusion that 
[arrived at was that it would not be 
proper to do so. I am not going at 
length into my reasons; they related 
to the construction of a section of the 
Larceny Act, and, on the materials 
before me, I came to the conclusion that 
Whitaker Wright in issuing that most 
misleading balance-sheet did not do 
so for the purpose of deceiving 
or defrauding the shareholders or 
creditors; on the contrary, that it 
was for the purpose of benefiting them 
by carrying through an arrangement, a 
mest improper one in my judgment, but 
one which did not seem to come within 
a breach of the criminal law. I 
stated my reasons more than a year 
ago on the Address, and I think the 
House was generally satisfied on the sub- 
ject; at all events, a notice of Motion 
given on it was not prosecuted by the 
mover, 


Me. SWIFT 


closured. 


MACNEILL: It 


Was 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: There was an 


opportunity. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, there 


Was not. 


ROBERT FINLAY: T think the 


hon. Member is mistaken. 


SIR 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, I am 


not. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: At any rate 


ho attempt was made to move it. 
Mr. LAMBERT: It was closured. 
Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: I will not 


allow this to pass. My recollection is 
verfectly distinct. 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to interrupt 
in this way. If he wishes to correct the 
Attorney-General he will have an oppor- 
tunity of doing that afterwards. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I am sure 
the Attorney-General’s sense of courtesy 
will allow his recollection to be revived. 
What occurred was this : the hon. Member 
for South Molton had an Amendment 
down to the Address in reference to this 
Whitaker Wright prosecution; but before 
it was arrived at an hon. Member was 
put up to ask the Attorney-General a 
Question; we got his ex parte statement, 
and the Amendment was never moved. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : I may remind 
the hon. Member that the fact that a 
Question was asked and a statement 
made did not in the slightest degree 
prevent the Amendment being moved. 


Mr. LAMBERT : It was closured. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I am not 
going to argue the matter. I only ask 
hon. Gentlemen who really wish to in- 
form their minds to read my statement. 
I only wish to make one further observa- 
tion of a general character. Whatever 
may be the opinion of any hon. Member 
with regard to any particular case, I think 
all will agree that it is one of the most 
important things in this country that in 
the very difficult and arduous and 
delicate task of deciding whether the 
Director of Public Prosecutions should 
take up a case, the Attorney-General, 


upon whom the responsibility rests, 
should exercise his judgment freely, 


independently, and without fear or favour, 
and I do ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
whether the line a few, a very few, of 
them are disposed to take in this matter 
is calculated to ensure the continuance 
of that system under which in this 
matter we have lived hitherto. If on 
every occasion the Attorney-General is 
thought to have done wrong his conduct 
is to be the subject of public censure in 
this House, do hon. Gentlemen think 
that will be conducive to the welfare of 
this country ? As long as I hold this office, 
and I speak for every member of the 
Bar who occupies it after me, the duty 
of the Attorney-General in this particular 
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matter will be to act with a sole eye to 
the public service, and with a sole eye to 
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House. The moving of such a Motion, 
in order to bring a railing accusation 


against the Attorney-General—a Motion 
in which, in fact, there was no substance 
—was as gross a waste of the time of the 
House as anything that might be done on 
Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said the | his side of the House by way of meetir 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of|a rather discreditable manceuvre. Aft 
the Opposition had charged them with | all, it did not follow that the opinion 
wasting the time of the House, but what | given by the Attorney-General was 
did he think of the action of his followers | wrong. All men were fallible, even 
in thus, without explanation, impugning | Judges, and it was a matter of notoriety 
the action of the Attornev-General ? that the ruling of the Judge as to the 
applicability to the case of the Larceny 
Mr. LOUGH: The matter was fully | Act had not passed uncuestioned., 
discussed on the last occasion. | Therefore it was not by any means clear 
: that the opinion of the Attorney-General 
Mr. BOND: When most hon. Members was really wrong. 
now present were not in the House. He | 
thought the Motion of the hon. Member 
opposite, particularly having regard to 
the contemptuous way in which it was 
moved, was an abuse of the forms oi the | Noes, 237. 


see whether every particular case is one 
proper to be taken up by the Director of 
Public Prosecutions. 


ul 

5 

“ye 
i 


Question puts 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; 
(Division List No. 62.) 


AYES. 


| Lamont, Norman 
| Langley, Batty 
| Law, Hugh Alev. (Donegal, W.) 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 

Ainsworth, John Stirling Emmott, Alfred 

Allen, Charles P. | Exmonde, Sir Thomas 

Ainbrose, Robert | Fenwick, Charles 

Barlow, John Emmott Ffrench, Peter Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington) 

Barran, Rowland Hirst Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE | Levy, Maurice 

Beaumont, Wentworth G B. | Flavin, Michael Joseph | Lloyd-George, Dav 

Bell, Richard Flynn, James Christopher | Lundon, W 

Benn, John Williams | Foster. Sir Walter (Derby Co.) Lyell, Charles Henry 

Plake, Edward Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | Macnamara, Dr Thomas J. 

Boland, John Freeman-Thomas, Captain, F. | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

Brigg, John Fuller, J. M. F. MacVeagh, Jeremia! 

Broadhust. Henry | Gladstone,Rt Hn.HerbertJohn | M’Crae, George 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Goddard, Daniel Ford M‘ Kean, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Grant, Corrie | M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.(Berwick) | Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh, N.) 

Burke, E. Haviland- Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Mooney, John J. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles Hammond, John Morley, RtHon.Jolin/ Montrose) 

Caldwell, James | Hardie,J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil) | Moss Samuel 

Cameron, Robert Harrington, Timothy Murphy, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) Harwood, George Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Hayden, John Patrick | Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway, N.) 

Causton, Richard Knight Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Cawley, Frederick Helme, Norval Watson Nussey, Thomas Wiilans 

Channing, Francis Allston Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | O’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

Cheetham, John Frederick Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 

Churchill, Winston Spencer | Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol. E. | O’Brien, Patrick Kilkenny) 

Clancy, John Joseph Holland, Sir William Henry | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

Condon, Thomas Joseph Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | O°Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 

Cremer, William Randal Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. | O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
‘rombie, John William Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
alziel, James Henry Jacoby, James Alfred O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N) 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | Johnson, John O'Mara, James 

Delany, William Joicey, Sir James | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea) | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden), 

Dobbie, Joseph | Jones, Leif (Appleby) Priestley, Arthur 

Donelan, Captain A. Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | Rea, Russell 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Jordan, Jeremiah : Reddy, M. 

Dutty, William J. Kilbride, Denis ; Redmond. John E. (Waterford) 

Duncan, J. Hastings | Kitson, Sir James Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 

E.lwards, Frank Lambert, George ' Rickett, J. Compton} 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) , 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

2unciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely. Maj J.E.B.(Isleof Wight) 

Shackleton, David James 

Thomas (Hawick, B.) 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair. John (Forfarshire) 

Slick, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Ernest J. 


Shaw, 


Soares, 


\yg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aunew, Sir Andrew Noel 

a ee Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn. HughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Bildwin. Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A J.(Manch’r) 
Balfor ur, RtHnGerald W(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
-y, Sir George C. T. 
, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
rag ie Michael Hicks 
Ernest William 





Be ntine i Lord Henry C. 
signold, Sir Arthur 
cin id, James 


Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 





Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bra ssev, pone 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John. 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Ball, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, Rt Hn.J.A.(Glasgow) | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Civendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire) 
Covil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

C ehr ine, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin, Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Rt. Hon.SirJohne. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Colomb. 


| Crossley, Rt. Hon. SirS 


| Heator 
| Helder, 


(21 Marea 1905} 


; Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants. 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theordore C.( 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr) 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 

| Tomkinson, Jz nae $s 


| Toulmin, George 


Charles Philips 
Ambrose 


Trevelyan, 
Waldron, Laurence 
| Wallace, Robert 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason Eugene (Clackmannan) 


NOES. 


savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 

| | Fielden, Edward : rocklehurst 

| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

Finlay,SirR. B. ( 

| Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Pearose 

Fitz Roy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster. Henry William 

Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W.) 

: Jloway, William Johnson 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, Wi tg 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J. (Elgin & Nairn) 

Gordon, Maj. Evans (T’rH’ mlets 

Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

Goulding, Edward — . 

Graham, Henry Robe 

Gray, (West H oa 

Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 

Greene, W. Ravmond-(Cambs. ) 

Gretton, John 

| Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd‘derry) 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hvrris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

H Ly, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 

Heath. SirJames(Statfords. NW. 
iton, John Henniker 

Augustus 

Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 

Hors, 





Gorst, 


Ernest 


Lindsay 


Radcliffe) | 


| Wood, 


| Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon | 
| Jettreys, 


(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) | 


| Llewellyn, 


| Morrison, 


Estimates, 1904-5, 678 


Wason, JohnCatheart { Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
James 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Hur 
Young, Samuel, 


idersf’d)j 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Lough and Mr. Herbert 


Lewis. 


Hope,J.F.(Shettield. Bright side) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent. Faversh’m 
Haword, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George steth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson, Gower, Frederick 
Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A.R. 
Loder, Gerald Walte r oe 
Long, Col.CharlesW.{ Evesham) 


Bicker 


Y 
Rt. 


N.S. 


| Long, Rt.Hn. Walte (Bh istol,S.) 


Francis William 
Archie Kirkman 


Lowe, 


Loyd, 





Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M'Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hanane! 
Maxwell, W..J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon. Scott ( Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamsto’ 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 

James Archibald 
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Morton, «Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray. Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 


{COMMONS} 


Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel,SirHarryS.( Limehouse) 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart,SirH.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC. (North’mb.Tynesid’ 
Smith, Rt HnJ. Parker(Lanarks) 
Smith. Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Rt.Hon.Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘°Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir CEH (Shettield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 4 
Wanklyn, James Leslie : 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 





Rankin, Sir James Stroyan, John 
Ratcliff, S. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. LOUGH thought the sum of 
money proposed to be granted as com- 
pensation to Mr. Adolf Beck deserved 
the attention of the House. He believed 
these cases of arrest, wrongful imprison- 
ment, and unfairly conducted trials were 
not nearly so rare asa great many people 
believed. He thought that the conduct of 
the police in this particular case required 
the attention of the Home Secretary. In 
the case of this unfortunate man be was 
found to be innocent of all the charges 
made against him, and for many years 
he suffered the most tremendous persecu- 
tion. He felt that the police were 
greatly to blame because they arrested 
this man upon very inadequate evidence. 
There was too much disposition on 
the part of the police to arrest any- 
body without reliable evidence, trust- 
ing that something would turn up aiter- 
wards. The police arrested Mr. Beck on 
the statement of a woman, and he was 
arrested and kept in confinement while 
an attempt was made to get up a case 
against him. ‘There had heen other 
notorious cases in London recently, and 
he was surprised at the number of cases 
within six months in which arrests were 
made and the accused detained without 
a scrap of evidence made against them. 
In this instance the evidence produced 


Talbot, Lord E 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


. (Chichester) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES —Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


was of such a character that the police 
ought to have received it with the greatest 
caution. A number of women who 
had suffered grevious were 
brought to see Mr. Beck, and they were 
naturally anxious to pick out the man 
who had injured and robbed them. Of 
these women only about one half identi- 
fied Mr. Beck, but the police did not 
seem to have taken warning from that 
fact. He believed that prisoners were 
far too lightly cast into prison, often 
without any evidence and on slight 
suspicion. If Mr. Beck had been left at 
large for a week or two he would have 
found it difficult to get away, and if more 
leisure had been shown by the police in 
going about this matter there would have 
been no detriment to the carrving out of 
the law. 


yrongs 


When they came to the conduct of 
criminal prosecutions he thought there 
was much ground for complaint. The case 
passed rapidly out of the hands of the 
police, and he thought the prosecution 
was proceeded with in a way which 
showed a determination to secure a 
conviction. He had blimed the police 
for the avidity with which they 
swallowed everything the women who 
accused Mr. Beck said to them, But 
how much more blameworthy were the 
solicitors, counsel, and especially the 
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Crown prosecutor, who ought to have 
been specially careful to avoid irregu- 
larity. It seemed to him that when the 
Crown prosecutor did get charge of the 
case he did not proceed with due regard 
to the maxim that the prisoner should 
have the benefit of the doubt. Evidence 
was brought forward in the early 
stages of the case which was found to be 
of a shaky character. At the police 
Court it was assumed all along that Mr. 
Beck was the same as Smith who com- 
mit‘ed similar crimes fifteen or twenty 
years ago. There was _ considerable 
prejudice created against the man at the 
commencement of the trial through that 
assumption on the part of the police. 
Afterwards the prosecutor began to have 
some doubts, and he did not give the 
evidence which he had intended to bring. 
Mr. Beck’s solicitor asked for the 
production of proof that Mr. Beck was 
the same man as Smith. Why was not 
that assistance given to the defending 
counsel? Should not the object of the 
Crown prosecutor be to arrive at the 
truth rather than to convict the 
prisoner? The whole proceedings were 
carried out with the idea of obtaining a 
conviction, as if counsel and solicitors 
had some inducement, perhaps, to get 
promotion or credit by securing a con- 
viction rather than by actually getting 
at the facts of the case. 


There was great reason for complaint 
as to the manner in which the case 
was carried on when it finally came 
before the Judge. When it was found 
that the defence was going to bring 
out that Mr. Beck was not the same 
man as Smith, the prosecution refused 
to bring out at the trial the 
evidence which was used in the police 
Court. The Judge decided that it was 
irrelevant to the issue. This proved a 
very embarrassing proceeding for Mr. 
Beck's counsel, and the result was that a 
conviction was secured. No one could 
look at the difficulties with wh'ch the 
defendant had to contend without feeling 
that perfectly innocent persons might 
have false charges brought against them. 
Ti this House could do anything to 
protect others from being placed in 
equally difficult circumstances it ought 
tobe done. When Mr. Beck was sent 
to prison he commenced sending 
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petitions to the Home Office. One cam > 
after another, and it was not until abou: 
half-a-dozen had been sent that any 
attention whatever was given to them. 
In these petitions Mr. Beck made it clear 
that there was absolute proof that he 
could not be Smith who was accused of 
the crime on a former occasion. Mr. 
Beck also ascertained that the prison 
authorities were well convinced of that 
fact. He really thought that when 
circumstances of the greatest gravity 
were brought to the notice of the Home 
Office they ought to be carefully inquired 
into, Even then the Home Office tried 
to sustain the action of the pro-ecution. 
When they got information about Smith’s 
identification marks it was sent to the 
Judge. He did not propose to comment 
on the action of the Judge. It was the 
system he wanted to direct attention to. 
The action of the Home Office was 
absolutely callous. The prison authorities 
were not told that the evidence was 
wrong or anything of that kind. The 
Judge admitted at the close of his long 
argumentative letter that the identifica- 
tion marks of Smith proved that he was 


not the same man. The Judge 
attached very great importance to 
the identification marks. What did 
the Home Office do? The Home 


Office said, “Sweep away this evidence, 
blot out the record of the identifi- 
cation marks, give the prisoner we have 
now got hold of a new number and then 
all will be right.”” And so this unfortu- 
nate man had to endure a long term of 
imprisonment. Finally he was released, 
and the astounding thing was that the 
same course of events began again. The 
police again arrested him on doubtful evi- 
dence, and again the trial was much the 
same from the first. Some feeling of 
doubt had commenced now to get into 
the mind of the prosecutor, but finally 
this unfortunate man was committed once 
more. The remarkable thing in this long 
course of injustice was that the prosecutor, 
the Home Office, the police, and the 
prison authorities did not make the 
slightest movement in the direction of 
discovering the truth. It was not until 
the end of eight years that the mistakes 
which these great departments had been 
making were disclosed to the public. 

He did not think there could be a 
case which could reflect more seriously 


24 
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on the criminal procedure of this 
country. There were some features 


of the inquiry which was held at the 
instance of the Government to which 
the most serious attention of the House 
ought to be directed. Mr. Beck who was 
absolutely innocent had been “pardoned.” 
What had he done that he had to be 
pardoned? It was not Mr. Beck who 
required to be pardoned. It was the 
Home Office, the police, and the Crown 
prosecutor who required pardon. He 
wished to know whether any change 
was going to be made in the criminal 
law in order to prevent such miscarriages 
of justice. In answer toa Question which 
he recently asked the Prime Minister he 
got the unsympathetic Answer that cases 
of this kind were extremely rare. He 
cid not believe they were rare. He 
had heard of a good many cases him- 
self, and he had no doubt that hon. 
Members connected with the — legal 
profession had heard of many of thcse 
cases. The inquiry had been most 
satisfactory in so far as the bringiny out 
of the facts was concerned, but the result 
arrived at up to the present hid been 
of the most inadequate character. Four 
recommendations had been made by the 
Committee of Inquiry. They refrained 
from recommending that there should he 
a Court of Appeal. That was a matter 
that should be inquired into more fully. 
He did not think that an effective remedy 
would be obtained for such miscarriages of 
justice unless a Court of Criminal Appeal 
was set up. The Inquiry Committee re- 
commended that the reshould be a means 
of referring to a superior Court on points 
of law. He had tried to study the Bill 
introduced by the Government in another 
place, but he was not sure that it would 
be effective for the purpose. The Com- 
mittee also recommended that there 
should be more co-ordination of the 
departments connected with the Hoine 
Office. He wished to hear from the Home 
Secretary whether anything was being 
done in regard to that. 


The whole of the evidence in 
case had produced on his mind the 
painful imjression that people were 
not nearly so safe from the possi- 
bility of arrest and cruel treatment 
in this country as they had thought. 
Whenever any charge was made agains: 

Mr. Lough. 
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a man, either criminal or civil, he was 
often placed in the most difficult position, 
with few friends about him. The facts 
of this case showed that a perfectly 
innocent man might be placed in these 
difficult circumstances. It was the duty 
of the House to protect the innocent. 
The passion for conviction by the police 
and the Crown prosecutors, and the re- 
fusal of assistance to the defence, struck 
him as most lamentable. It was better 
that a thousand guilty persons should be 
set free than that one innocent person 
should be unjustly convicted and sent to 
prison. Although it might be said by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home See- 
retary that if he moved the reduction of 
the Vote by £100 that, if successful, 
would only deprive Mr. of that 
amount of the proposed indemnity; still 
it was the only way in which they could 
bring the case under review, and he 
moved accordingly that the amount of 
the Vote be reduced by £100. 
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Motion made, and Question pri 
“That Item BBB (Compensations for 
Wrongful Imprisonment) be reduced by 
£109.°’—(Mr. Lough.) 


posed, 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said he agreed w'th his hon. friend that the 
Report of the Committee on Mr. Beck’s 
case was not pleasant reading to those 
interested in the administration of justice 
in thiscountry. Very few of those spoken 
of in the Report came out of the inquiry 
satisfactorily. Certainly many of the 
witnesses had lameatably distinguished 
themselves, and among them the class of 
experts in hand-writing. The Home 
Office was, he thought, from time to time, 
clearly put on its guard. The officials 
of that Department ought to have made 
much earlier inquiry and representations, 
which would probably have led to the 
discovery of this great miscarriage of 
justice. Even those responsible for the 
conduct of the case in Court, both for the 
prosecution and the defence, and even 
the Judges, seemed not to be free from 
our doubts as to the wistom of the 
proceedings in a matter affecting the 
liberty of the subject and the admunistra- 
tion of justice. But he could not go with 


his hon, friend when he made such 
strong reflections on the police. The 
reflections in the Committee’s Report 
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were made not on the police but on 
other officials, and it was largely due 
to an intelligent police officer and not 
to others that justice was ultimately 
done, The Report as a whole certainly 
demanded grave consideration, and he 
agreed it ought to lead to some improve- 
ment in the law itself, apart from the ad- 
ministration of the law. The principal 
charge was that of obtaining jewellery 
from women under false pretences; bvt 
there wasanother charge, that ofa previous 
conviction, Such was the irony of the 
case, that it was probably out of con- 
sideration for the prisoner that the 
second charge was not proceeded with. 
Ii it had been, and proof demanded, 
probably justice would have been 
done, for one physical fact would have 
been conclusive. He could not help 
thiuking that those who were res- 
ponsible for the absence of the fullest 
consideration of the charge of previous 
conviction were highly reprehensible. 
He thought there was often too great 
. disposition to take a charge of that 
description as proved without serious 
investigation. In this case, if there 
had been more full inquiry, probably 
justice instead of injustice would have 
been done. 


Another sad reflection was that such 
a double miscarriage of justice should 
hive occurred in the cise of the life 
of one single person; whereas one 
would have thought that such an 
event could hardly have happened at 
all, even as an accidental coincidence. 
He would not carry his observations 
on that point further ; but he urged 
that it was a most serious matter 
that for nine or ten years, including 
police supervision, a man marred of 
every prospect of life, should have 
been severely punished personally, and 
should have been robbed of his reputation. 
Such events gave some misgiving whether 
the percentage of cases of injustice, even 
in these days of high civilisation, was 
quite as low as it should be. He thought 
the Committee was indebted to his hon. 
friend for suggesting the matter for con- 
sideration and personally he Was oi 
opinion that there should be something 
in the way of a rehearing other than 
that provided under our existing 
judicial system; and he had _ himself 
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brought in Bills to effect that objeet 
some two or three years ago, and 
long before this case. He could not 
help thinking that his hon. friend was 
well advised when he said that, when 
Mr. Beck was undergoing imprisonment, 
when the mark of previous conviction 
was attached to him, and when that was 
shown not to have been proved, the 
Home Office, instead of merely removing 
the. sign of previous conviction, should 
have made investigation to see whether 
Mr. Beck ought to have been convicted 
of the charge at all. He hoped the 
Home Secretary would take care 
measures were adopted 
as to prevent the possibility of any 
such similar occurrence in the future. 

He wished to add a word from the per- 
sonal point of view of Mr. Beck. Mr. Beck 
he did not know; but that Gentleman had 
had communicated to him one or ¢wo of 
the circumstances mentioned to the Com- 
mittee. It seemed to him that Mr. Beck’s 
personal injuries had not been ade- 
quately considered. The compensation 
originally offered was £2,000, and that 
was raised to £5,000, or more than 
doubled. That very alteration appeared 
to him—with the same materials before 
the Home Office on both occasions—to 
show a degree of latitude and doubt on 
the part of the Home Office which left 
room for further consideration still. He 
submitted that if there was, as he be- 
lieved, truth in the circumstances of the 
case placed before the Home Secretary 
by Mr. Beck, by way of memorial, and 
that they were well founded, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
should consider whether or not, in 
justice to Mr. Beck, he was not bound, at 
any rate, to appoint a Committee, either of 
this House or a Departmental Committee, 
which should look into the whole facts, 
and deal with them from quite a different 
point of view from that taken by the 
previous Committee. That previous 
Committee consisted of the most eminent 
men and made a most able Report, but 
they deait with the question in its public 
and judicial aspects. There was, hovv- 
ever, a personal and financial standpoint 
in relation to Mr. Beck which that Com- 
mittee had not considered. He sub- 
mitted that, though £5,000 might from 
one point of view be an adequate com- 
pensation, from another aspect it could 
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be no adequate compensation; and no 
effort should be spared to do adequate 
justice to a man whose whole life had 
been ruined by the action of the State. 
There could be no more complete vindica- 
tion of Mr. Beck’s personal character 
than the Report of the Committee, so 
far as words could effect that. The 
Committee had declared that there was | 
no shadow of foundation for any of the 
charges and no reason for supposing that 
Mr. Beck had any connection with them. 
But it hadto beremembered that fornearly 
ten years Mr. Beck had suffered every 
possible ignominy, and that his financial 
losses had never been inquired into by 
the Committee at all. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Home Secretary, should 
give consideration to that point. The 
public aspect of Mr. Beck’s position and 
demands had been inquired into, but not 
the losses to him as an individual; and if 
there were any losses to this individual 
the House had a right to demand that 
these should also be compensated. 


Mr. Beck was to receive under this 
Vote £5,000; but that gentleman assured 
him that owing to the expenses he had 
incurred in his defence he would actually 
receive no more than £3,000. Mr. Beck 
informed him that he had agreed to 
accept £5,000 simply as compensation 
for his personal injuries, the injustice 
done to him, and the suffering he had 
endured; but that his agreement did 
not cover anything in the shape of actual 
financial Josses which he had sustained. 
The statement made to him was that at. 
the time of Mr. Beck’s apprehension and , 
conviction he had large commercial 
interests, and interests in land and 
other properties of great, though possibly, 
speculative value. He had not only 
the promise, but the actual enjoyment, 
of a prosperous business career. Owing 
to Mr. Beck’s incarceration, he under- 
stood that he had had to make 
great sacrifices, because many of his 
interests were, to a large extent, in 
Norway, and it was, therefore, impossible 
that he could minage those affairs from 
prison in this country. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Home Secretary had the part:c- 
ulars of Mr. Beck’s claims in that respect 
before him, amounting to many times the 
£5,000 proposed to be given him by this 
Vote, and he would like the right hon. | 

Sor Albert Rollit. 
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Gentleman to consider them with the view 
of raising the amount due to Mr. Beck, or 
of allowing them to go before some impar- 
tial Committee for proof and considera- 
tion. He knew that his right hon. friend 
would possibly say that these were the 
mischances of life, incidents of even an 
advanced civilisation, the risk of which 
had to be taken by every individual 
citizen, and that £5,000 possibly equalled 
or exceeded any sum previously offered 
under such circumstances by _ this 
or any other country. But he held 
that Mr. Beck’s case was_ essentially 
different from any other; he had en- 
dured two wrongful and unjust convic- 
tions against him in one life and _ his 
persenal and commercial position was 
very different from that of any previous 
ordinary convict even wrongfully con- 
victed. He hoped, under these circum- 
stances, the House would have a sym- 
pathetic regard, not only to the question 
of the public rights which ought to be 
vindicated, but also to the individual 
rights of Mr. Beck. He ventured to 
say £5,000 was inadequate compensa- 
tion bearing in mind the deductions 
that had to be made for the necessary 
expenses that Mr. Beck had been put 
to, and he hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would see his way, even at this 
eleventh hour, to increase it, for such 
compensation was a first charge on our 
civilisation, 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
was not surprised that his hon. friend 
should have thought fit to raise this discus- 
sion. There was no more appalling experi- 
ence than that an innocent man should be 
wrongly convicted and suffer punishment. 
The Government had been perfectly right, 
in the exceptional circumstances of this 
case, in proposing that some solatium, at 
any rate, should be given out of the Exche- 
quer. The hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down had rightly said that pecuniary 
compensation for such sufferings was im- 
possible. He did not propose to enter 
on personal aspects of the case. He 
had no doubt the Government had care- 
fully considered them. He desired, 
rather, to make one or two observations 
ov the more general considerations of 
public policy which the case suggested. 
It was said, with a certain amount of 
truth, that such a case was not likely to 
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recur. It involved, indeed, a conjunction | 
of coincidences which might well be. 
described as a real tragedy of error. 
They were not likely, it was said, to 
have two men whose handwriting was 
so similar and also who were in face so | 
like one another that a number of wit- 
nesses, quite independently, swore to the 
identity of one, while apparently describ- 
ing the other. But the improbability 
of a recurrence did not answer his plea. 
The fact that such a thing had occurred, 
and might possibly occur again, justified 
the contention that the whole of the 
machinery concerned should be exposed 
to due and vigilant scrutiny. He did 
not agree that anv blame attached to 
the police. An impartial Committee, 
strongly constituted, had concluded that 
10 shadow of blame attached to them. 
They did their duty, not only accord- 


ing to the ordinary standards, but 
with exceptional vigilance, and _ to 
them the ultimate establishment of 


Mr. Beck’s innocence was largely due. 
They might, therefore, leave tne police 
out of the case. The first mistake, 
indeed the mistake which was the origin 
of all the subsequent mistakes, the Com- 
mittee said,was a mistake of the law on the 
part ofthe Judge. On that he expressed 
no opinion of his own. He was bound 
to accept the law laid down by authorities 
of so much weight. If there had cot 
been, according to them, a misruling 
on the”part of the Judge who presided 
at the trial, or if that misruling could 
have been set right by some tribunal 
competent to the task, the mischief 
would have been avoided. The inference 
to his mind was clear—and it was in 
favour of a conclusion at which he 
had arrived twenty years ago, and which 
had not in the least been shaken by 
administrative experience at the Home 
Office—there ought to be in thiscountry, 
as in every other civilised country, some 
form of criminal appeal. He was not 
pretending for a moment to sketch out 
what the mode of procedure ovght to be ; 
but he welcomed as an instalment in 
that direction the recommendation of 
the Committee, which had been acted 
upon by the Government to make it 
compulsory on the part of a Judge, 
when a point of law was raised on a 
criminal trial, to state a case for 
the consideration of another Court. 
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But here he must part company with 
the Committee in so far as it suggested 


that the Home Office was guilty of some 


breach of duty in not se‘ting that mis 
In his opinion, and 
he could not state it too clearly, it was 
not the duty of the Home Office to 
deal with the state of the law. Mistakes 
in law were properly dealt with by a 
judicial tribunal; and the Home Office 
was bound to take the law as laid down 
at a trial by a Judge of the Superior 
Court, or of Assize or Central Criminal 
Court. upon the interpretation of a 


| statute or the admissibility of evidence. 


The notion of setting up a Committee 
formed of a little body of selected 
lawyers to take to pieces the findings of 
Judges was a wholly impractical solution. 
Where were such gentlemen to come 
from? Were they to be Civil servants ? 
Were they to be gentlemen called to the 
Bar or admitted as solicitors, and who, 
through no fault of their own. were with- 
out the practical experience which came 
from the main pursuit and business of 
their lives? What principle would be 
applied to the selection of half-a-dozen 
gentlemen to be entrusted with the duty 
of reviewing judicial decisions? He dis- 
missed the suggestion as wholly imprac- 
ticable. The original mistake was one of 
law, and in that he did not think the 
Home Office was to blame. Where he 
thought it was to blame was when it was 
discovered, as it was, after the unfortu- 
nate man had been two years in prizo2 
by evidence beyond all cavil, that his 
supposed identity with Smith, a per-on 
convicted of a similar offence, was dis- 
proved. When the identity of the two 
men was disproved by the new evidence 
the Home Office did right in forwarding 
that new evidence to the learned Judge 
who tried the case; and, seeing that the 
actual documents were forwarded, how 
the Judge could have treated it as other 
thn official evidence, when if he had read 
it he would have seen that it was the 
official document of the prison authorities 
showing that one man was circumcised 
and the other was not, remained an un- 
explained mystery. Where the Home 
Office went wrong was when they ac- 
quiesced in the opinion of the learned 
Judge that, whether or not the two 
men were the same, the stream of 
other evidence was sufficient to convict. 
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When the Home Office discovered that 
Smith and Beck were not the same person 
thev should have pursued the investi- 
gation further. Here they committed 
an error of judgment. 

4 


AS 


to changes in the Home Office 
machinery which would make a recurrence 


of such an unhappy affair impossible he | 


had one or two suggestions to mike. First, 
he was surprised that the case was not sub- 
mitted to the head of the Department. 
In every case which presented points of 
substantial doubt and difficulty, and in 
which the issues were so serious, a final 
decision ought not to be taken until the 
responsible head of the Home Office had 
had an opportunity of considering all 
the facts. Without arrogating to the 
Minister any superhuman powers of 
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Dovcras, Kent, St. Augustine’s): | 
| certainly cannot complain of the excellent 
'tone and temper by which this debate 
has been ch:racterised. I think we are 
all actuated by the same idea. We all 
admit that a grave miscarriage of justice 
/ has taken place, and our great desire is 
to render the recurrence of sucha mis- 
carriage impossible. I cannot help 
thinking that the hon. Member who initi- 
ated this debate has not read very 
carefully either the Report or the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, or possibly 
the case itself, because he has certainly 
made a suggestion which, with the right 
'hon. Gentleman who has just spoken, I 
join in strongly repudiating, viz., that 
there is a charge against the conduct of 
the police in the matter. 
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intuition, there was the advantage of | 


bringing a fresh mind to bear on 
ihe circumstances. In the second place, 
there should be closer and more active 
co- ordination between the several 
Wepartments, between the police, the 
Public Prosecutor. and the Criminal 
department of the Home Office. He 
could not doubt that if there had been 
a little more constant communication be- 
tween the departments associated with 
the machinery of justice the grave error 
committed might have been remedied 
earlier. Lastly, there should be a 
strengthening of the Criminal Depart- 
ment of the Home Office by an infusion 
of gentlemen with practical experience of 
the administration of the law. He dis- 
sented altogether from the censure which 
had been applied to the clerks at the 
Home Office who prepared the minutes. 
The high qualifications of first-class clerks 


in the Civil Service were universally. 


recognised, and anybody with experience 


at the Home Office must acknowledge | 


with gratitude the efficient service the 


clerks of that Department rendered. | 


But the burden cast upon them should 
not be too heavy. They should be 
adequate in numbers, 
assisted towards the smooth working of 


the machinery of the Home Office it would | 


be useful, and although nothing could 
compensate the unfortunate victim of the 
unhappy blunder, he hoped in the result 
a recurrence would be prevented. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkeErs- 
Mr. Asquith, 


If the discussion | 


*Mr. LOUGH said his remarks on that 
point had been entirely misunderstood. 
He agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife that the police 
behaved well in this case, except on one 
point, and that was the readiness with 
which the moment a complaint was made 
they clapped somebody into _ prison. 
Why could they not have waited a week 
or two to make good their case ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: That is a 
different point. It is nov what I under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman to say, but I 
at once accept his disclaimer, I am only 
anxious to mike it perfectly clear that 
the police behaved properly in this 
case, and that that was the unanimous 
finding of the Committee. My duty has 
been greatly lightened by the excellent 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite in defence of the Department 
of which he was at one time the head. 
That defence comes much better from 
him than it would have done from me 
who am at present in charge of the 
Home Office, but I cordially endorse all 
that he has said about the staff, who, I 
think, with all deference to the Com- 
/mittee, have received in the Report 
rather less consideration than they de- 
| served. 


| But what the Committee will chiefly 
|desire to hear from me is how 
| far we propose to carry out the recom- 


mendations of the (Committee. Perhaps 


il might first allude to the appointment 





iw 


we VT eee Ww CF Fe 





693 Civil Services 


of the Committee of Inquiry. I assure | 
the House that when this case was 
brought to my notice in July last there 
was no delay whatever in taking action | 
in favour of the unfortunate man Mr. 
Beck. Directly we were informed by | 
the police that it had been established 
that John Smith, and not Adolf Beck, 
was the author of the frauds in 1904, 
and that there was the strongest possible 
presumption that John Smith and not 
Adolf Beck was responsible for the frauds 
in 1896, we at once took steps for the 
provisional release of Mr. Beck, which 
was carried out on July 19th, and was 
confirmed a few days afterwards by a 
free pardon in respect of both convic- 
tions. A strong desire was expressed 
at the time, not only that there should 
be compensation, but also that an 
exhaustive inquiry should be made 
into this miscarriage of justice. We at 
once set about the appointment of a 
Committee, and I think both this House 
and the country generally were perfectly 
satisfied as to the impartiality of the 
Committee we appointed. We gave the 
Committee the freest possible hand in the 
conduct of the inquiry; they had at 
their disposal every document in the 
Home Office connected with the case. 
The Committee themselves state in their 
Report that every assistance was given 
them by the officials of the Department, 
and that thev were given a perfectly free 
hand asjto whether their proceedings 
should be conducted in public or other- 
wise. I have heard it said that there 
was considerable delay in the appoint- 
ment of this Committee. I will only 
point out in passing that Parliament had 
separated and the Courts were not sitting, 
and under such circumstances it is not an 
easy matter to get together an important 
Committee of this sort. There was no 
avoidable delay in the appointment of the 
Committee, and J am glad to think that 
the personnel of the Committee gave 
complete satisfaction. 


In their Report the Committee, first of 
all, acquit the police of all blame, and 
they criticise the action of a prison 
governor for not fully recording the marks 
of the convict Smith. They also criticise 
an officer of the Public Prosecutor’s 
Department, who had charge of the 
prosecution, for not paying enough 
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attention to facts which might have 
shown that Mr. Beck was not the same 
person as Smith. In their next finding 
the Committee state that the Recorder 
of London, who tried Mr. Beck in 1896, 
made the cardinal error which led to the 
miscarriage of justice by giving a ruling— 
which the Committee think was wrong in 
law—that excluded evidence which the 
Committee believe would have established 
Mr. Beck’s innocence. Then they criti- 
cise certain subordinate members of the 
Home Office staff for failing to see that the 
evidence which the Judge excluded ought 
to have been considered, and for failing to 
see the full bearing on the case of the fact, 
discovered by the Home Office in 1898, 
that Smith was circumcised, and that, 
therefore, Mr. Beck could not be Smith. 


What are the recommendations of the 
Committee based upon that Report ? 
They say, first of all, that as there is at 
present no power to compel a Judge to 
state a case for the consideration of the 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved — if 
there had been the Committee think 
the miscarriage would have been re- 
medied—there should be an alteration in 
the law, and that a short Act should be 
passed providing that on the motion to the 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved on good 
prima facie grounds the Court should have 
powers to grant a Rule calling on the 
Crown to support the ruling impugned ; 
in other words, that there should be an 
alteration in the law to bring up a ease 
to the Court of Crown Cases Reserved, 
whether the Judge is willing to state 
a case or not. To meet that recom- 
mendation a Bill has been introduced 
in another place, which, | trust, will before 
long come before this House. I should 
like here to say, speaking for myseli 


| personally, and, I believe, for several of 


my colleagues—though the matter has 
not been considered by the Government 
—that we are in favour of some form 
of Court of Criminal Appeal, or Court 
for reviewing criminal cases. Certainly 
there will be no objection to any proposal 
of the kind from the Department over 
which I have the honour to preside. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In matters 
of practice as well asin matters of law? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: We should 
be out of order in discussing the ac‘ual 
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When the Home Office discovered that 
Smith and Beck were not the same person 
they should have pursued the investi- 
gation further. Here they committed 
an error of judgment. 
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machinery which would make a recurrence | 
of such an unhappy affair impossible he | 
had one or two suggestions to mike. First, | 
he was surprised that the case was not sub- | 
mitted to the head of the Department. | 


In every case which presented points of 
substantial doubt and difficulty, and in 
which the issues were so serious, a final 
decision ought not to be taken until the 
responsible head of the Home Office had 
had an opportunity of considering all 
the facts. Without arrogating to the 
Minister any superhuman powers of 
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| Doveras, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I 
| certainly cannot complain of the excellent 
tone and temper by which this debate 
‘has been ch-racterised. I think we are 
‘all actuated by the same idea. We all 
admit that a grave miscarriage of justice 
/ has taken place, and our great desire is 
to render the recurrence of such a mis- 
carriage impossible. I cannot help 
thinking that the hon. Member who initi- 
ated this debate has not read very 
carefully either the Report or the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, or possibly 
the case itself, because he has certainly 
/made a suggestion which, with the right 
' hon. Gentleman who has just spoken, I 
join in strongly repudiating, viz., that 
there is a charge against the conduct of 
the police in the matter. 


intuition, there was the advantage of) 


bringing a fresh mind to bear on 
ihe circumstances. In the second place, 
there should be closer and more active 
co- ordination between the several 
Vepartments, between the police, the 
Public Prosecutor, and the Criminal 
department of the Home Office. He 
could not doubt that if there had been 
a little more constant communication be- 
tween the departments associated with 
the machinery of justice the grave error 
committed might have been remedied 
earlier. Lastly, there should be a 
strengthening of the Criminal Depart- 
ment of the Home Office by an infusion 
of gentlemen with practical experience of 
the administration of the law. 
sented altogether from the censure which 
had been applied to the clerks at the 
Home Office who prepared the minutes. 
The high qualifications of first-class clerks 
in the Civil Service were universally 


rec gnised, and anybody with experience | 
at the Home Office must acknowledge | 


with gratitude the efficient service the 


clerks of that Department rendered. | 


But the burden cast upon them should 
not be too heavy. They should be 
adequate in numbers. If the discussion 


He dis- | 


*Mr. LOUGH said his remarks on that 
point had been entirely misunderstood. 
He agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife that the police 
behaved well in this case, except on one 
point, and that was the readiness with 
which the moment a complaint was made 
they clapped somebody ‘nto prison. 
Why could they not have waited a week 
or two to mike good their case ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: That is a 
different point. It is not what I under- 
stood the hon. Gentleman to say, but I 
at once accept his disclaimer, I am only 
anxious to mike it perfectly clear that 
the police behaved properly in this 
case, and that that was the unanimous 
finding of the Committee. My duty has 
‘been greatly lightened by the excellent 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite in defence of the Department 
ot which he was at one time the head, 
That defence comes much better from 
him than it would have done from me 
who am at present in charge of the 
Home Office, but I cordially endorse all 
that he has said about the staff, who, I 
‘think, with all deference to the Com- 
mittee, have received in the Report 





assisted towards the smooth working of | 
the machinery of the Home Office it would | rather less consideration than they de- 
be useful, and although nothing could | served. 

compensate the unfortunate victim of the | ‘ : ; 
unhappy blunder, he hoped in the result; _ But what the Committee will chiefly 


a recurrence would be prevented. |dexire to hear from me is _ how 
far we propose to carry out the recom- 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror! mendations of the Committee. Perhaps 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- | I might first allude to the appointment 


Ur. Asquith, 
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of the Committee of Inquiry. 
the House that when this case was 
brought to my notice in July last there 
was no delay whatever in taking action 
in favour of the unfortunate man Mr. 
Beck. 
the police that it had been established 
that John Smith, and not Adolf Beck, 
was the author of the frauds in 1904, 
and that there was the strongest possible 
presumption that John Smith and not 
Adolf Beck was responsible for the frauds 
in 1896, we at once took steps for the 
provisional release of Mr. Beck, which 
was carried out on July 19th, and was 
confirmed a few days afterwards by a 
free pardon in respect of both convie- 
tions. A strong desire was expressed 
at the time, not only that there should 
be compensation, but also that an 
exhaustive inquiry should be made 
into this miscarriage of justice. We at 
once set about the appointment of a 
Committee, and I think both this House 
and the country generally were perfectly 
satisfied as to the impartiality of the 
Committee we appointed. We gave the 
Committee the freest possible hand in the 
conduct of the inquiry; they had at 
their disposal every document in the 
Home Office connected with the case. 
The Committee themselves state in their 
teport that every assistance was given 
them by the officials of the Department, 
and that they were given a perfectly free 
hand asjto whether their proceedings 
should be conducted in public or other- 
wise. I have heard it said that there 
was considerable delay in the appoint- 
ment of this Committee. I will only 
point out in passing that Parliament had 
separated and the Courts were not sitting, 
and under such circumstances it is not an 
easy matter to get together an important 
Committee of this sort. There was no 
avoidable delay in the appointment of the 
Committee, and I am glad to think that 
the personnel of the Committee gave 
complete satisfaction. 


In their Report the Committee, first of 
all, acquit the police of all blame, and 
they criticise the action of a prison 
governor for not fully recording the marks 
of the convict Smith. They also criticise 
an officer of the Public Prosecutor’s 
Department, who had charge of the 
prosecution, for not paying 
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I assure | attention to facts which might have 


Directly we were informel by | 
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shown that Mr. Beck was not the same 
person as Smith. In their next finding 
the Committee state that the Recorder 
of London, who tried Mr. Beck in 1896, 
made the cardinal error which led to the 
miscarriage of justice by giving a ruling— 
which the Committee think was wrong in 
law—that excluded evidence which the 
Committee believe would have established 
Mr. Beck’s innocence. Then they criti- 
cise certain subordinate members of the 
Home Office staff for failing to see that the 
evidence which the Judge excluded ought 
to have been considered, and for failing to 
see the full bearing on the case of the fact, 


discovered by the Home Office in 1898, 


enough» 


that Smith was circumcised, and that, 
therefore, Mr. Beck could not be Smith. 


What are the recommendations of the 
Committee based upon that Report ? 
They say, first of all, that as there is at 
present no power to compel a Judge to 
state a case for the consideration of the 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved — if 
there had been the Committee think 
the miscarriage would have been re- 
medied—there should be an alteration in 
the law, and that a short Act should be 
passed providing that on the motion tothe 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved on good 
prima facie grounds the Court should have 
powers to grant a Rule calling on the 
Crown to support the ruling impugned ; 
in other words, that there should be an 
alteration in the law to bring up a ease 
to the Court of Crown Cases Reserved, 
whether the Judge is willing to state 
a case or not. To meet that recom- 
mendation a Bill has been introduced 
in another place, which, I trust, will before 
long come before this House. I should 
like here to sav, speaking for myseli 
personally, and, I believe, for several of 
my colleagues—though the matter has 
not been considered by the Governmeit 
—that we are in favour of some form 
of Court of Criminal Appeal, or Court 
for reviewing criminal cases. Certainly 
there will be no objection to any proposal 
of the kind from the Department over 
which I have the honour to preside. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In matters 
of practice as well asin matters of law? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: We should 
be out of order in discussing the ac‘ual 
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pressing a pious opinion in favour 
of some ferm of Court of Criminal 
Appeal in this country. I say that 
not on behalf of the Government, 
because the Government have not 
considered it, but on my own behalf, and 
I believe the learned Attorney-General 
fully shares my views. The next recom- 
mendation was that in cases involving 
reference toa Judge the Public Prosecu- 
tor, where he had acted, should be con- 
sulted. This recommendation has already 
been carried out. The next recommenda- 
tion was referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, viz. that the 
different public authorities concerned 
should be better co-ordinated to ensure 
intercommunication of material informa- 
tion, and to make it impossible that 
material information acquired by one 
authority, affecting a particular prisoner, 
should not be communicated to all. 
Directions have already been given which 


will secure this in all criminal cases in- | 


volving a decision of the Home Secretary. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked 
whether any directions had been given 
with reference to giving prisoners access 
to documents, the Commissioners having 
strongly commented on the fact that 
there was no power in criminal czses to 
require the production of documents. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I cannot 
give a categorical answer on that point, 
but all the recommendations made by 
the Committee under this head have 
been carried out by the Department. 
Another important point to which 
attention w.s called by the Committee 
was with regard to the recording of 
previous convictions <gainst prisoners, 
and the prison orders in that respect 
have been modified. The regulations as 
to police identification by witnesses 
have also been remodelled and strength- 
ened, and the regulatiors as to prisoners’ 
marks have been wholly recast. Since 
Smith was convicted in 1877, the old 
mark system, which, as the House will 
know, was very unscientific, has been 
superseded—first by the Bertillon system, 
which in its turn has given place to the 
finger-pr.nt system, which I believe 
is for this purpose as nearly perfect 
xs pors:ble. Certainly, that system 


Mr. Akers-Douglas. 
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would have rendered the mistaking of 
Mr. Beck for Smith an absolute impossi- 
bility. I now come to the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee with regard to 
the staff at the Home Office. The Com- 
mittee say that they— 

‘* Consider that the failure of the Home Office 
to rectify the miscarriage of justice was prin- 
cipally due to their want of appreciation of the 
legal error committed in excluding the evidence 
for the defence at the 1896 trial, and that the 
subordinate officials of the Department who 
deal with criminal work require technical train- 
ing. They recommend, therefore, that the 
legal element in the staff should be strength- 
ened.” 


I should like to asociate myself 
with the expressions of regret of the 
right hon, Gentleman opposite at being 
unable to see eye to eye with the (om- 
mittee, with all possible deference. | 
would express my strong regret that 
before they recommended so important a 
change in the organisation of the Criminal 
Department they dd not make a direct 
inquiry into the present constitution 
of the department and its working; 
because if they had done so they would 
have discovered that considerable 
changes had taken place in the de- 
partment since 1897-1898 when this 
case was considered. I regret that before 
making these sweeping charges agaiust 
the department they did not call either 
Sir K. Digby or Mr. Chalmers to give 
evidence onthe point. Further, I cannot 
help thinking that the Committee have 
unintentionally done something le:s than 
justice to the junior officials of that 
department, who were not called before 
the Committee, and had no opportu:ity 
of making any explanation of the charges 
brought against them. There is no 
doubt that a regrettable mi-take was 
made, but the responsibility must rest 
chiefly upon the superiors, and that 
responsibility was mo:t gallaitly and 
loyally accepted by Sir K. Digby before 
the Committee. I agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite that such cases 
are not likely to recur, but that we de-ire 
to make their recurrence absolutely 
impossible. I consider that with the 
changes which have been made it will be 
practic :lly impossible for a case of this 
sort to occur in future, at all events 
in the same way or to the same 
degree. I do not think the difficulty 
would be met by making the staff 
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a legal staff, as has been suggested. I 
have every confidence in the criminal 
branch of the Home Office, and I consider 
them entirely deserving of the esteem 
and confidence of the public. Any set of 
men who had to deal, as they had to deal, 
with this most unusual cise would, in 
my opinion, have distrusted, as they dis- | 
trusted, the defence founded on the mere | 
similarity of handwriting, when compared | 
with the overwhelmingly strong direct | 
evidence for the prosecution. It must | 


| 


be remembered that they dealt with | 
the case as it was presented to them in| 


1898, and not as we now do in the light | 
thrown on it in 1904, 





That makes a | 
very considerable difference. 


I should like to associate myself with | 
the remarks of the right hon. Gentleman | 
opposite on the question of strengthening | 
the department. I will only say that we 
have already relieved the department of a 
considerable amount of work which they 
had to perform in addition to their 
criminal duties, thereby enabling them 
to concentrate their at‘ention upon those | 
duties. Perhaps the Committee would like | 
to know how that department is manned. 
At the head of the department there is an | 
Under-Secretary who has had twelve 
years Official experience as one of the 
County Court Judges of Birmingham, and | 
who has been on several occasions a 
Commissioner of Assize. He has also 
been the senior legal Member of the 
Council of India, and is a lawver with 
great experience. The second head of 
the department is one of the most bril- | 
liant Civ:] servants in this country, and 
is himself a barrister of some sixteen years 
standing. The third in the department | 
is also a barrister and has many years 
experience. It is perfectly true that this | 
particular case was not brought to the | 
attention of the then Secretary of State, 
Sir Matthew White Ridley; it was dealt | 
with by Sir Kenelm Digby. But I may | 
say, in reference to certain remarks that 
have been made in the course of the de- 
bate, that I am perfectly certain that 
every single clerk who signs a minute, 
if he does not write the minute himself, 
is held to confirm it, and that he never | 
signs it unless he has read it. It seems | 
to be thought that the department is | 
wanting in legal advice. I would pont | 
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'in their province to do so. 
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| Beck in any way. 
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has not only got the legal assistance of 
his own Department, but that he can 
always go, and doesconstantly go, to the 
Law Officers of the Crown, and even to 
the Lo:d Chancellor himself, for advice, 
which is never refused. I think, there- 
fore, there is every ground for thinking 
that the best possible legal opinion in 
the country is at the disposal of the 
Secretary of State. 


My hon. friend the Member for South 
Islington expressed the opinion that 
sufficient compensation had not been 
given to Mr. Beck. It is, of course, 
quite impossible to compensate any man 
adequately for a false imprisonment 
of six or seven years. The question 
in such a case is what is a fair solatium 
to offer in the c rcumstances. Although 
the fact does not appear in the Report, 
this particular matter was most carefully 
considered bv the Committee presided 
over by the Master of the Rolls, and I 
am authorised to say that the £5,000 
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| which was given wasthe sum which was 
/recommended by that Committee, and 


that it was not included in the Report 
because they did not think it was with- 
I conferred 
with the Committee, and I ascertained 


| that that was the amount which they 
‘thought was a fair amount to offer, and 


that sum was offered to Mr. Beck. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT asked whether 


done without hearing Mr. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: It was after 


‘hearing the whole of the circumstances 


of the case as put before the Committee. 
We had to consider th's offer relatively 
with offers which had been made in the 
past under somewhat similar circum- 
stances. The £5,000 which was offered 


'to Mr. Beck is the largest amount which 


has ever been offered in this country to 
any person who has been placed in 
similar circumstances, and is greatly in 
excess of anything that has been given on 
like occasions in other countries. The sum 
of £5,000 has only been given once before, 
and it was given in 1858 to Mr. Barber, 
a solicitor, who was wrongfully convicted 
and transported to Norfolk Island, where 
he suffered greit hardships. This was 
the largest amount ever given before. 


out, on that, that the Secretary of State | In 1862 £500 was given to Roscovitch, 
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who was convicted of forgery in 1858, 
and sentenced to six years, penal servi- 
tude, of which he served five. It was 
afterwards discovered that Roscovitch 
was really guilty, and that he had im- 
posed on the Secretary of State by a 
clever forgery. In 1879 £1.000 was paid 
to William Habron, who was convicted 
of murder, the capital sentence being 
commuted, and he was subsequently re- 
leased after three years imp7isonment. 
Tn 1880 £100 each was paid to Frost and 
Smith who had been wrongly convietd 
of burglary ; £1,000 to Edmund Galley, 
a gipsy, convicted of murder in 1836 
and transported apparently until 1879, 
who ultimately received a free pardon 
and £1,000 ‘‘not as an acknowledgment 
of innocence, but as an act of grace.” 
This occurred in 1881. In 1882 £500 each 
and expenses were paid to Johnson and 
Clowes, two respectable farmers who 
were convicted by perjury of mutilating 
® man, and who were sentenced to ten 
years penal servitude, two years of which 
they served. In 1889 £800 each was 
paid to Brannagan and Murphy. who 
were wrongly convicted of burglary and 
sentenced to penal servitude for life, and 
they served nine years each. In other 
cases that have occurred the sums paid 
have been mostly quite small, ranging 
between £5 and £10. The only other large 
sum was £600 paid for a wrongful arrest 
by the Colchester police, who arrested a 
man in New Zealand and brought him 
over to England. In this country and 
in Italy. Holland, and the United States 
there are no laws as to compensation, 
and in Italy, Hollend, and the United 
States no compensation has ever 
been given. In France there have been 
twelve cases and the maximum sum paid 
is £3,000; Belgium, five cases, maximum 
£40; Germany, one case, £700, and this 
case is still sub qudice ; Sweden, 9 cases, 
maximum £50. I do not see how we 
could have gone further in this direction. 
especially having regard to the fact that 
the Committee which carefully considered 
the case thought that that would be a 
proper sum to offer to Mr. Beck. 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : we a right hon. Gentle- 
man say “ Yes ” or ‘No ” to the question, 
“Did vou in the ‘ficat instance offer Mr. 
Beck £2,009 272 


Mr. Akers-Doug'as, 
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*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The sug. 
gestion in that question is that Mr. Beck 
was first offered £2,000, and that, because 
of an attack in a certain newspaper, that 
amount was increased. That is not go. 
We offered Mr. Beck, I think the amount 
was £1.500, before we ascertained what 
his costs were, and then £2,000 was 
offered, and no alteration of that sum 
was made until the Committee had con. 
sidered the whole case—a consideration 
which entirely altered the gravity of the 
There is no foundation Whatever 
for the suggestion that we were put upto 
auction, so to speak, by a newspaper, 


Case. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say whether Mr. Beck 
had an opportunity of stating to the 
Committee what was the financial loss he 
had sustained ? 


*Mr. AKERS- DOUGLAS: My 
memory does not serve me on. that 
point, and IT cannot say whether Mr. 
Beck stated what his loss was. But 


the Committee considered the point, and 
thev suggested that £5.000 would be a 
right and proper sum to offer. [ 
apologise to the Committee for the length 
of my remarks. The chief reason of this 
Motion is not a vote of censure, which 
does not apply to myself or to any 
representative of the Home Office, but 
I understand that it is prompted by a 
desire to learn what steps the Government 
had taken to render as far as possible 
any repetition of such an injustice in the 
future. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N. W.) said it was most unfortunate that 
the time for discussion should be so 
limited, and he trusted and believed that 
another opportunity would be afforded 
at no distant date for discussing many 
of the questions which were involved in 
this untortunate misc arrlage ot justice. 
This debate had not been thrown away, 
even if they only took into account the 
assurance given by the Home Secretary 
that the Government, with the assistance 
of the Law Officers of the Crown, were 
seriously considering the establishment 
of a Court of Criminal Appeal. He 
echoed what had fallen from his hon. 
friend behind him when he said it should 
not be confined to mere consideration of 
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legal points, but that, under such condi- 
tions as might be found practical, a review 
of the facts of the case should be open to 
a prisoner who conceived that he had 
been unjustly convicted. He wished 
also to associate himself with the expres- 
sion of opinion from his right hon. and 
jearned friend the Member for East Fife. 
and the Home Secretary. as to the high 
character and ability which was displayed 
by the Home Office officials, and, indeed, 
by most of the officials of this great 
Department of State. 


He, however, dissociated himself from 
the somewhat complacent attitude of his 
tight hon. friend the Member for Kast 
Fife and his right hon. friend theSecretary 
for the Home Department. The House 
was not satisfied with the action and the 
inaction of the Treasury and of the police in 
this matter. He was perfectly sure that he 
was only expressing the opinion generally 
entertained when he said that the action 
of the police had not been altogether 
satisfactory in the matter of this prosecu- 
tion. That might be partly due to 
individual remissness and partly to 
defects in the system. He was perfectly 
satistied that the system of identification 
which was pursued in regard to prisoners 
was most unsatisfactory. He said so 
not for the purpose of finding fault, but 
in order to direct the attention of the 
Home Secretary to the matter, so that he 
might cause some alteration in the 
system of identification. If a man in 
good position, well dressed, and of genteel 
appearance was arrested, and had to be 
paraded for the purpose of identifica- 
tion, he was probably the only one 
among those presented for identification 
who had the appearance of a gentleman. 
That was an unfortunate thing in the case 
of Mr. Beck. He was well dressed and 
presented the appearance of the person 
who undoubtedly did commit the frauds. 
The identification was effected in the 
company of corner boys and loafers. He 
hoped the Home Secretary would consider 
whether some more effective mode of 
identification than this could not be 
secured. Why wasit that when a number 
of women failed to identify Mr. Beck, this 
information was not sent to the prisoner’s 
solicitor? He had made a careful 
eXamination of the evidence and he was 


Perfectly satisfied that facilities were. 
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not afforded to the prisoner’s counsel 
or solicitor which might have been. He 
further called the attention of the Home 
Secretary to the fact that the prisoner’s 
solicitor applied for documents {rom 
time to time to assist him in demonstra- 
ting that Mr. Beck and Smith were not 
one and the same person. These docu- 
ments were of the most vital importance, 
for if the solicitor could establish that 
Mr. Beck and Smith were not the same 
person, as ultimately tu-ned out to be 
the fact, Mr. Beck’s immediate release 
would have been attained. The hon. 
Member did not know that in the 
whole of his experience of the ad- 
ministration of justice he had ever 
known a case which provoked one’s 
indignation more than the treatment 
which Mr. Beck’s solicitor received from 
Sir Robert Anderson. He gave the 
solicitor the laconic reply that these 
documents could not be shown and 
could not be produced. Why not? 
They were described as confidential. 
The Inquiry Committee stated that in 
their judgment there was not the slightest 
foundation for describing them as con- 
fidential. He hoped the House would 
bear with him when he referred to the 
peremptory, and what he must describe 
as the insolent, refusal of the documents. 
He trusted the Home Secretary would 
not allow this state of things to continue 
longer. An inspector and a sergeant of 
police asked whether, in their opinion, the 
documents should be produced or not. 


Could anything be more ludicrous, 
anything more unintelligent ? He hoped 


that henceforth when it came to the 
production of any document which might 
be required in the interest of a prisonet’s 
defence the question whether or not it 
should be produced would depend on 
something more than the judgment of 
an inspector and sergeant of police. 


There were other matters in connection 
with the conduct of the authorities which 
certainly required elucidation. How was 
it when the case was presented at the Old 
Bailey the solicitor of the Treasury, or the 
gentleman acting for him, instructed his 
counsel that Smith and Mr. Beck were 
one and the same person when he knew, 
as he must have known, that if these two 
men were different Mr. B ck could not 
have been guilty. How was it that the 
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counsel for the prosecution was instructed 
to shut out the admission of evidence 
which demonstrated beyond the shadow 
of a doubt that Mr. Beck was not Smith. 
He said with a full sense of responsibility 
that the gentleman who represented the 
Treasury at the trial deliberately in- 
structed counsel to shut out evidence 
which would have proved beyond the 
shadow of a doubt that Smith and Mr. 
Beck were not identical, and that Smith 
and the criminal of 1896 were identical. 
That was a matter which had made an 
impression on the public mind, because 
it showed that the conduct of the 
Treasury was deserving of the most 
severe censure. It did not end there. 
The public also wanted to know why 
Inspector Waldeck was removed from 
the case. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: If the hon. 
Member will look at the Report of the 
Committee he will see these words— 

“We are quite satisfied that there was 


nothing whatever to complain of in the con- 
duct of the trial by the prosecution.’ 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said he did 
not care what the Report said. He had 
read the evidence. He was perfectly 
prepared to substantiate the statement 
he had made He was animated bv no 
feeling against any of the gentlemen in 
question. Though the Committee said 
that they did not think any complaint 
could be made as to the conduct of the 
prosecution, he said the public were 
entitled to something more. They were 
entitled to look at the evidence. It was 
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not a matter merely of the Beck cage. 
It was a matter of much larger moment. 
Every Member of the House, and no one 
more than the right hon. Gentleman 
who held the high office of Home Secre- 
tary, desired that there should be absolute 
purity in the administration of justice, 
and at some later time, when it aroce 
again, he would go into the question of 
the conduct of the Treasury in this 
prosecution. No adequate explanation 
had been given why Inspector Waldeck 
was removed from the case. He was 
removed on the plea that he was too 
busy with other duties. It was curious 
that Waldeck’s removal from the case 
was coincident with the report by him to 
Mr. Sims that Mr. Beck and Smith were 
not one and the same person. He dared 
say it was all capable of explanation. 
The Daily Mail, though not a paper to 
which he was favourably disposed, 
deserved great credit for the part it took 
in pressing this matter. The publi 
were now watching for the decision at 
which the Government would arrive. 


And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the Chairman, in pursuance of 
the Order of the House of the 16th March, 
proceeded to put the Questions necessary 
to dispose of the Vote under considera- 
tion. 


Question put, “ That Item BBB (Com- 
pensations for Wrongful Imprisonment) 
be reduced by £100. °—(Mr. Lough.) 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 204; 
Noes, 257. (Division List No. 6%.) 
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Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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(Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard 
Hammond, John 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Havter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse C. E- H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton. Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby. James Alfred 

Johnson, John 

Joicey. Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones. William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley. Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwali) 
Lavland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJose ph F.( Accrington) 
Levy. Maurice 

Lewis. John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reyneil 
Armold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 
Bigot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Builey, James (Walworth) 

Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Baird. John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt Hon. A.J. (Manch’r.) 
Bulfour, RtHn Gerald W.(Leeds 
3alfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon John( Montrose) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea. Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’ th} 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson. Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 





NOES. 


Banner, John 8S. Harmood 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T 
Bathurst, Hen Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith. 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. HF.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

| Burdett-Coutts, W. 
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Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, MajJ.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.} 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.j 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth } 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.} 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Wood, James 

| Woodhouse, SirJT.(Huddersf'd) 
| Young, Samuel 

| Yoxall, James Henry 





| 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Lough and Mr. Atherley- 
Jones. 


| Butcher, John George 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

| Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 

| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

| Chamberlain,RtHn.J A.(Worc. 

| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

| Chapman, Edward 

| Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A, E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt Hon. Jesse 

| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 

| Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 

| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridce 
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Craig, CliaxlesCurtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmund 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Dorington, Rt Hon SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon,Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
ieuhe, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 





| 





| Lowther, C. (Cumb. 
| Loyd, 


| Marks, 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriesshire 
| Mildmay, Francis Bignham 


{COMMONS} 


Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T (Denbigh 
Ke nyon-Slaney, Rt Hon Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, 
Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monin’th) 
Lawson,Hn H.L.W (Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks NR 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col Hon Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN 8S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut -Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) | 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Eskdale) 
Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M'‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Harry Hananel 


Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 


| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 


| Peel, Hon. William Robert 


| Peel, Hn.Wm. 
| Pemberton, 
| Perey, 


Robert Wellesley 
John S. G. 


Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


| Platt-Higgins, 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Frederick 

Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


Plummer, 


Randles, John S 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Ha kney) 
Robinson, Brooke i 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Roi 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
oyds, Clement ot 
Rutherford. John (Lancashire) 
2utherford, W. W. (Li iverpool) 
Sac ‘kville, Col. S. G. Ste »pford 


vert 


| Samuel,SirHarryS. (Limehouse 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Sinclair, Louis Romford 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


Smith, H.C(North’mb, Tynside) 
Smith, Rt HnJ. Parker(Lanarks) 
(Strand) 


Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


| Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
| Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
| Stewart, Sir J.MarkM Taggart 


| Thornton, 


Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord ©. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Tuff, Charles 


| Warde, 


| Welby, Sir Charles G. 


| Worsley-Taylor, 


| TELLERS FOR 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. Sir CEH (Sheffield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Col. C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col]. AC. E. (Taunton) 
E (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgew) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 

Henry Wilson 
| Wortle V5 Rt. Hon C. B, Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


THE NorEs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood ard 
Viscount Valentia 


Original Question put, “ That a Sup- | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 


plementary sum, not exceeding £12,000. 


Charge which 


will come in course of 
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payment during the year ending on the | of Public Prosecutions, the Cost of Pro- 
jist day of March, 1905, for the Salaries | secutions, and other Legal Proceedings.” 
and Expenses of the Departments of the | 


Solicitor for the affairs of 


His Majesty's 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; 


Treasury, King’s Proctor, and Director Noes, 209. (Division List No, 70.) 


Agg-Gardener, James Tynte 
Aonew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alilbusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt Hon John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.Sir H 
Bigot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Buley, James (Walworth) 
Buin, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Bailearres, Lord 

Bildwin, Alfred 

Bilfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
3 lfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Biufour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

3lundel, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3rotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J A.(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. E (Worc) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 


AYES. 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio, D(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmund 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJoseph C. 

| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnE. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn, Edward 

| Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ (Mance’r. 

| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 

| Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
FitzRoy, Hon. Edward Algernon 

| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

| Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 

Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mlets 

Gorst, Rt Hon Sir John Eldon 

Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 

| Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 

| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 

| Hambro, Charles Eric 

| Hamilton, Marq of (L’nd’nderry 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harris,F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

| Hay, Hon Claude George 

| Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 


| Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Hogg, Lindsay 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
| Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
| Hozier,Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton. John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys. Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


| Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th) 


Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 





| 


| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col CharlesW (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. H. (Dumfrieshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt.Hn.Sir FeederickG 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 


| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Heath, SirJames(Staffords NW | 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


Murray Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers. William Henry 


| Nicholson, William Graham 


| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pease, Herbert Pike(Dariington) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | Pilkington, Colonel Richaid 
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Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,SirHarryS. (Limehouse 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cam pbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thos. Joseph 

Craig, RobertHunter (Lanark) 
(Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 





{COMMONS} 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
| | Warde, Col. C. E. 

Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) | Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 


Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tyneside | Welby,SirCharles G.E(Notts.) 


Smith,RtHnJ Parker(Lanark) 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Whiteley,H (Ashton-und. Lyne) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W,Bromwich) | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Stan ey, Rt.Hon.Lord (Lancs.) | Williams Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Ta bot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 


Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv.) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Turnour, Viscount 


Vincent,Col.C. E. HSir(Sheffield | 


NOES. 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrew’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby, Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller. J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey,Rt.Hon. SirE.(Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt, Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 





| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
| Wylie, Alexander 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

K‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P 

Newnes, Sir George 
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Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tepperary, N.) 
0’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly. Conor (Mayo, N.) 

0’ Kelly. James (Roscommon, N) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington. Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease. J A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price. Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea. Russell 

Reckitt. Harold James 

Reddy. M. | 
Redmond, John E, (Waterford) | 
Reid.SirR. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas( W.Monm’th) 





| Sinclair, 
| Slack, John (Bamford) 


| Tennant, Harold John 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) | 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Maj J.E.B.(IsleofWight) | 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
John (Forfarshire) 


3.) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer.Rt Hn.C.R.(Northant) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffes 





Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 


Tomkinson, James 


The Chairman, pursuant to the Order | 


of the House of the 16th March, then pro- 
ceeded to put forthwith the Question, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
granted 


ceeding £65,950, be 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1905, 
for Expenditure on the following Services 
included in the Civil Services Supple- 


mentary Estimates, 1904-5. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster,Rt. HnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

salfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r) 
dalfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, SirFrancis T.(Windsor) 


VOL, CXLHI. [Fourru 
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Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannar 
Wason, JohnCatheart( Orkney ) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley. George (York.W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters( N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T (Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


Cuiass III. £ 
County Courts . - . 10 
Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Ireland - - 860 
His Dundrum Criminal L[unatie 
to FS | Asylum, Ireland - - 60 
| Crass IV. 
Scientific Investigations, etc. - 9,000 
Ciass V. 
Protectorates - - - 34,000 
£63,930 
262; Noes, 207. (Division List No. 71.) 
AYES. 


Bartley, Sir George C: T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
3owles, Lt-ColH.F.( Middlesex ) 
drassey, Albert 

3rodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn J.A.(Glasgow) 
SERIES. | 2B 





Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. ) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Saville 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Dorington, Rt.Hon.Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Man’cr) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords,N.W 
Helder, Augustus ; 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
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Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End) 
Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hanis. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol.S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon J.Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan. DavidJ(Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrel!, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darl’ngton) 


| Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 





Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
NOES. 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose, Robert 


Estimates, 1904-5. 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Ractliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Kemnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Autherford, John (Laneashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,SirHarryS.( Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marvlebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C.( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ.Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes.} 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent. ColSirC. E. H(Sheftield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welbvy, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilsoo, A.Stanley(York., E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Crur 
Hal 
Har 
Har 
Har 
Har 
Hay 
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Barlow, John Emmott 

farran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Zolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, 2. Haviland 

surns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie. John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan. J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt. E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, SirFrancisH( Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

(mest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon. Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane. Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood. George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sit Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope. John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, HughAlex(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese. SirJosephF.( Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

McCrae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fietcher 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
© Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P.J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James! Roscommon, N) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughenssy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


2B2 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden ) 
Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold J. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. » 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E, 

Seely, Maj.JEB.(Isleof Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith. Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest JJ. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR. (Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe ) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

Waite, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.)} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWal!ters(N Dorset } 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d} 


Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 
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Question put, “‘ That the Chairman do 
report these Resolutions to the House.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel. 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn Sir H 
Builey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Buird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt Hn A J (Manch’r) 
B ufour, Rt Hn. Gerald( Leeds, W 
Bilfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood 
Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir Michael H. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt-Col.H F.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick,Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A.(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw.’ H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.JA.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies,Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
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Noes, 205. 


AYES. 


Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph 
Dorington,Rt.Hon Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald.Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garftit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederic 
Gordon,Hn.JE (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst,Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x) 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’n’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 
Heath, Sir James(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John (Kent, Faver’h’m 
Howard, J.(Midd ,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, RtHn,Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 


Estimates, 1904-5. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 254; 
(Division List No. 72.) 


| Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Lambton, Hn. Frederick W 
Laurie. Lieut-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph( Mlonm’th) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L. W.( Mile End) 
Lawson, John G, (Yorks. N.R.} 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants., Fareh’m) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut-Co. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
| Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M'Iver,SirLewis (Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard siddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,RtHn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon..J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J (Walthamstow) 
Morpe th, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
| Randles, John S. 
‘ Rankin, Sir James 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 





Samuel,SirHarryS. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. 
Richard 

Boland, John 

3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce. Rt. Hon. James 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
jurke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Jaldwell, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

fampbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
'awley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winsten Spencer 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies. M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutfy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice,Capt EC(S. Andrw’sBghs) 


B. 


ell, 


| Walker, Col. William Hall 
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Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) | Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) | Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Stock, James Henry Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Stroyan, John | Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.} 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | Wilson-Todd,SirW H. (Yorks. ) 
Thornton, Perey M. | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Tritton, Charles Ernest | Wortley,Rt Hn. C.. B. Stuart 
Tuff, Charles Wylie, Alexander 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC. E. H(She ftield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


Estimates, 1904-5. 


Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Welby,Lt.-ColA.C. E.(Taunton) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts.) 


TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 


| 
| 
| and Viscount Valentia. 


NOES. 


Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir Francis H( Maidstone ) 


| Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney | Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Fenwick, Charles | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Ffrench, Peter Levy, Maurice 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) | Lewis, John Herbert 

Flavin, Michael Joseph Lloyd-George, David 

Flynn, James Christopher Lough, Thomas 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Lundon, W. 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Lyell, Charles Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. Macnamara, Dr. Thomas |). 
Fuller, J. M. F. | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Furness, Sir Christopher | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | M‘Crae, George 

Grant, Corrie M' Kean, John 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. ( Berwic M' Kenna, Reginald 

Griffith, Ellis J. Markham, Arthur Basil 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | Mooney, John J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Hammond, John | Moss, Samuel 

Harrington, Timothy Moulton, John Fletcher 
Harwood, George Murphy, John 

Hayden, John Patrick Nannetti, Joseph Vg 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. | Newnes, Sir George 

Helme, Norval Watson Norman Henry pane 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) Nussey, Thomas W illans 
Higham, John Sharpe O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) | 0’ Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
Holland, Sir William Henry | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | O’Brien, P. J. ( Pippere ry, N.) 
Horniman, Frederick John O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk, | O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool’ 
Jacoby, James Alfred P O’Dowd John 

Johnson, John O’ Kelly. Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Joicey, Sir James O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon,N ) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea O'Malley, William 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) O'Mara, James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 9 Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Jordan, Jeremiah Partington, Oswald 

Kearley Hudson E Paulton, James Mellor 
Kilbride, Denis Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Kitson, Sir James Perks, Robert: William 
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Ways 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid,SirRThreshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J. FE. B. (Isle of Wight 
Shackletor, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 


Resolutions to be reported upon Thurs- | 
day ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. | 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. | 
(In the Committee.) 

| 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, | 


Penrith) in the Chair.] 


* 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn, Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHn. Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 








{COMMONS} 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Ban.ford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. HnC. R (Northants) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Dons] 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, Ceorge 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| 
} ob. ** ia: 
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Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wasvn, John Catheart( Orkney) 


» Weir, James Galloway 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,Sir JT( Huddersf'd) 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M* Arthur. 


The Chairman, pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 16th March. put 
| forthwith the Questions— 


towards making good the 


‘Supply granted to His Majesty for the 


service of the 


Noes, 202. 


AYES. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex) | 
srassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A.(Worc.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos: H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) ! 


{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 








The Committee divided :—Aves, 
(Division List No. 75.) 


year ending on the 5st day 


of March, 1905, the sum of £626.630 be 
granted out of the Consolidated Fund of 
the United Kingdom.” 


261; 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Cust, Henry John C. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davenport, W. Bromley 


| Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham) 


Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hon.Sir Joseph (. 
Dorington,Rt.Hon Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart ° 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Manc.) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzgerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
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Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton. RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’donderry) 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 
Harris. F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords. N W) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult. Joseph 
Howard John(KentFaversham | 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) | 
Hozier.Hon.James Henry Cecil 
| 


Robert T. 





Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt. Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jeffreys. Rt. Hon. Arthur F 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton } 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir John. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbighs) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. | 
Laurie, Lieutenant-General 
Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, Hn. H. L.W.(Mile End 
Lawson,JohnGrant(YorksN.R. 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Heary 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith,Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst | 
Beaumont, Wentworth (. 3. | 
Bell, Richard \ 


| Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
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Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Calmont, Colonel James 
M:Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan. DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray,Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


| Renwick, George 


tidley, S. Forde 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield ) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


NOES. 


Boland, John ' 
solton, Thomas Dolling | 
Brigg, John 


3roadhurst, Henry 


| Whitmore, 


and Means, 


Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool!) 
Sackville, Co]. 8. G. Stopford 
Samuel,SirHarryS. (Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart,Sir H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC. (North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. HnJ. Parker( Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. W. (Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon.Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 


| Stroyan, John 


Talbot, John E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tuff, Charles 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Turnour, Viscount 


| Vincent, Col. Sir CEH(Shefttield) 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall. 


| Walrond. Rt.Hon.SirWilliam H 


Wanklyn, James Leslie 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Welby, Lt.-ColA.C.E (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscouut Valentia. 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


| Cameron, Robert 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


3runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke E. Haviland 

Burns, John 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 


| Channing, Francis Allston 


Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’s Bghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans. Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant. Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Harrington. Timothy 
Harwood. George 

Hayden, John Patrick 








Hayter.Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. | 


Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphill. Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson. Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse. C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Holland. Sir William Henry 
Hope. John Deans (Fife. West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson. Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby. James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 


{COMMONS} 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwall.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy. Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh.N) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


Fletcher 
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Reid, SirR.Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th’ 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Clevelanc) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James — 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnC. R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E 


| Thomson, F. W. (York. W.R. 


| Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 


0’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) | 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Connor, 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 


| Pease, J. A. 


(Satlron Walden) 
Robert William 


Perks, 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert John 
Priestley. Arthur 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt. Harold James 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


James (Wicklow,W) | 
) 


| Weir, James Galloway 


| Waldron, 


Trevelyan, Charles 
Ure, Alexander 
Laurence 
Wallace, Rober 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 


Philips 


Ambrose 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 


| White, Luke (York, EF. R.) 
| White, Patrick (Meath. North) 
| Whiteley, George (York. W.B. 


| Whitley, J. 


H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 


Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham. Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse.SirJT.(Hudd'rsf'd) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
William M'Arthur. 


2, “That, towards making good the | be granted out of the Consolidated Fund 
Supply granted to His Hajesty for the | of the United Kingdom.” 


service of the year ending on the 31st day | 


The Committee divided : Aves, 
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of March, 1906, the sum of £28,172,000' Noes, 201. (Division List No. 7.) 
AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO | Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn Sir H 
Arrol, Sir William | Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Allhusen. Augustus HenryEden | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
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sane ‘olonel James Robert 
John George Alex. 


Jaird, 
3Zalearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW( Leeds) 
salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, ve! S. Harmood- 
Barry. Sir F. 'T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir BiB oF, 
Beach. Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bhownaggree. Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

jond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boustield, William Robert 
Jowles. Lt.- Col. H.F.(Middl’x) | 
Brassey. Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St John 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Bull. William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher. John George 


Campbell. Rt Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


| Harris. 


| Hay, 
Heath, 


| Hamilton, Marq. of (L’donderry 
| Hare, 
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Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mle’s 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
oe Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray. Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG( Mdd’x | 


Thomas Leigh 

F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 

Hon. Claude George 
ArthurHoward( Hanley) 


| Heath, Sir Jas. (Statfords.N.W) | 


| Hoge, 


| Hornby, 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish. VC W (Derbyshire) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn..J.A Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


| Hoult, 


| Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 
North) | 


| Keswick, William 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) | 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple. Sir Charles 


Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson. Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale. Rt. Hn. Sir JosephC. 
Dorington. Rt. Hn. Sir John FE. 
Douglas. Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton. Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald. Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster. Henry William 
Galloway. William Johnson 


| King, 


| Helder, 


Augustus 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir 
Lindsay 
Hope.J.F(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Joseph 

Howard. J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil | 
Hudson. Bickersteth | 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) | 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jettreys,Rt.Hn. Arthur Fred 
Captain Herb. Merton 
Rt. — Sir John 

. (Denbeigh 
Hn. Col W 


Robert T. 


George 


Jessel, 
Kennaway, 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. 


Kerr, John 


Kimber, Sir Henry 

Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) | 
Lawson, Hn. H. L.W(Mile End) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.NR) | 
Lee, Arthur H. (HantsFareham) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S | 
Llewellyn. Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W (Evesham) 
a 2t. Hn. Walter (Bristol, | 
Lowe. Francis William 
Lowther,C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd. Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
MCalmont, Colonel James 
M ‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinburgh, W | T 


| Marks, 


| Morrison, James 
| Morton, 
Mount, 

| Mowbray, 


| Ridley, 


| Smith, Abel H. 


and Means. 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulpk 
Mildway, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Archibald 
Arthur H. Aylmer 
William Arthur 

Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 


730 


| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, 


Sir Gilbert 

Ebenezer 
Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Robert Wellesley 


Parkes, 
Pease, 


Peel, Hn.Wm. 


| Pemberton, John 8. G. 
| Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, 

| Pilkington, 


Robert 

Colonel Richaré 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Randles, John 8. 


fankin, Sir James 

fasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
eg RP: 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

te manant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

S. Forde 

Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Roberts, 


| Samuel,SirHarryS.( Limehouse) 
| Seton-Karr, 
| Shaw-S SirH.(Renf 

| Shaw-Stewart,SirH.( Renfrew) 
| Sinclair, 


Sir Henry 


Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
(Hertford, East) 
Smith,H C(North’mb. Tyneside 


| Smith, Rt. HnJ Parker(Lanarks) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Rt.Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 


| Stewart, SirJ.Mark. M’Taggart 


Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. AC. E.(Taunton) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH (Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamH 


Abraham, William (Cork N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton. Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sBghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott. Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson. R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay. Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopber 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 





{COMMONS} 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


NOES. 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, JohnDeans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey Sir James 

Jones., David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law. Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson. Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


| Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Mac Neill, John Gordon Swift 
Mac Veagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 
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Wilson-Todd, SirWH. | Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Morgan, J. Lloyd(« armarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O' Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O' Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O' Kelly, James( Koscommnion,N, 
O Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Jose jh 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

2edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie ( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

2oberts, John H. ( Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cl 
| Schwann, Charles EF. 
| Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isleof Wight) 
Shackelton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J! 
| Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.(Northant 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Sullivan, Donal 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure. Alexander 


~— 
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Wason, Eugene (Clackmannon) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 





Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


“That the Chairman do 
Resolutions to the House.” 


Agg-Cardner, James Tynte | 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-ForsterRt.Hn.Hugh O. | 
Arrol. Sir William 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
3ain. Colonel James Robert 
Baird. John George Alexander | 
Ralcarres, Lord 

Jaldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds) | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John S. Harmood- | 
Beery, SirFrancis T. (Windsor) | 
Rt. Hn.SirMichae : Hicks 
Lord Henry ¢ 

Sir M. M. 


Be al h, 
Bentinck, 
Bhownaggree, 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, William Robert 
dowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. 
Brotherton, Edward 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chambelain RtHn.J.A.(Wore.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghi!l, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Be ‘njamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton Lord Alwyne 
Cock, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


St. John 


Allen 





| Denny, 
| Dickinson,- 


| Dorington. 


| Duke, 


| Wills, ArthurWalter (N. Dorset) | 





Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 


Report these | 


| Noes, 196. 


AYES. 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies,Sit HoratioD.(Chatham) 
C slonel 

Robert Edmond 
Charles Scott 

2t.Hn. SirJoseph C. 
Rt. Hn. 
Hon. A. 


Dickson, 
Dimsdale, 


Douglas, Rt. 
Henry Edward 
t.Hn. WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Sir 


Dyke,R 


SirJohn E. | 
Akers- | « 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersf’d) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur 
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j 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- | 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E( Elgin & Nairn) 


Gordon Maj. Evans-(T’rH’mlets | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
HamiltonRtHnLordG.(Midd’s) | 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’donderry )| 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, AthurHoward(Hanley) | 
HeathSirJames(Statfords. NW) | 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 


| Hornby, 
| Horner, 


Je fireya, Rt. 


Sir William Henry 
Frederick William 


Hoult, Joseph 


| HowardJohn( Kent, Faversham 


Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King. Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson. Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder.Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter/Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Maedona, John Cumming 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Y. 


| M‘Calmont, 
| M‘Iver,S 


Maconochie, A. \ 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Colonel James 

sir Lewis( Edinburgh W) 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Manners, Lord Cecil 

| Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Bn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Morgan DavidJ.(Walthamstow, 


Cross, Herb, Shepherd( Bolton) Hope,J.F.(Sheffield Brightside) ! 


Morpeth, Viscount 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William’ Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Ear] 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Nir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Natcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


Ways 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose. Robert 
Barlow. John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont. Wentworth C. 


Benn, John Williams 
Boland. John 

Polton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Broadhurst. Henry 
os Sir John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, FE. Haviland- 
Suns, John 

Caldwell. 
Cameron, 
Campbel!, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, ‘Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(( 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder,Sir John 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Dufty, William J. 


James 
Rohert 


H. 


‘ardigan) 


P. 


(Lanark) 


Tomlinson | 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 





| F french, 


| 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Xolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
SamuelNir HarryS.( Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart Sir H.(Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith Abel!lH.(Hertford, East) 
SmithH.C( North’ mb. Tyneside) 
Smith RtHnJ.Parker(Lanarks ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Rt.Hn. 
Stewart SirMarkJ.M‘Tagegart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 


NOES. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Ksmonde, Sir Thomas 


Harry Trelawney 
Charles 

R. C. Munro 
Peter 
Findlay Alexander( 


Fenwick, 
Ferguson, 


Lanark, NE) 


Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, ed Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Hon. Sir Henry 
ana y Picci Captain F) 
Fuller, M. F. 

ana a Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt.Hn. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, ote iy Brampton 
Haldane. Hon. Richard B. 
Remsen: pine 

Hardie J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 





| Wylie, 


Lord (Lanes.) | 


| Johnson, 


| EvansSirFrancisH.(Maidstone) | 
| Eve, 


(Leith) | 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
VincentCoL Sir C. 
Vincent, Sir Sheer (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond. Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Cotonel C. E. 

Welby Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Welby Sir CharlesG. E. ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson. A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd.SirW.H. (Yorks. 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worstey-Tayvlor, Henry Wilson 
Alexander 


I. H(Sheftield} 






TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Hope.John Deans (Fife, West} 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk 
Hutton, A'fred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David Brynmor(Swansea 


| Jones, Leif ( Appleby) 
Jordan. Jeremiah 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kilbride, Denis 

| Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 

| Langley, Batty 


Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 


Law, 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


| LeeseSir JosepnF. (. 


Francis 
Accrington 


Layland-Barratt, 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M’Kean, John 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell Edw.( Fermanagh, N.) 
Mo6éney, John J. 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P 
Norman, Henry * 7’ 
Norton, Cant. CecilfWilliam 
Nussey, Thomas _W Uans 


Fletcher 
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O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0’Connor James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’ KellyJames( Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shanghnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

teckitt, Harold James 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely Maj.J.E.B. (Isleof Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas {Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Estimate, 1904-5. 
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Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. ) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWalters( N. Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
WoodhouseSirJ.T( Hudd’rsfi’d) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 





Reddy, M. Sullivan, Donal 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Aeid,Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas(WMonm th) | Thomas Sir A. ( 
Rickett, J. Compton 





Resolutions to be reported upon Thurs- 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


lave 
aay 5 


SUPPLY [Marcu 81u.] 


Resolution reported. 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1904-5 (SOMALILAND.) 

That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £550,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 


year ending on the 3lst day of March, | 


1805, for additional Expenditure in 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | TELLERS 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | 





THE NoES— 
Gladstone and 
M’ Arthur. 


FOR 
Herbert 
Mr. William 


| Mr. 


Glamorgan, E. 


th» 


| Vote 15. Pensions and other 
non -_ effective 
charges for War- 

rant Ofticers,/Non- 
Commissioned Of- 
ficers, Men, and 

others - 2 OOO 

1.536.000 
| Less Surpluses on other 
Votes” - - - 386.000 
1.150.000 
Deduct Excess Appropria- 
tions in Aid - - - 


600.000 


£550.000 


| Resolution read a second time. 


| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
'fordshire, Lichfield) said that this 


respect of the following Army services, | 
VIZ. —- 
= 
Vote 1. Pay, ete., of the 
Army - - - 985.000 
2. Medical Kstablish- 


ments, Pay, ete. 21,000 
6. Transport and Re- 

mounts - - 265,000 
i. Provisions, Forage, 


and other supplies — 260,000 


, 12. Miscellaneous Eitec- 
tive Services : 2,000 

l4. Retired Pay, Half- 

Pay, and other 

non - effective 


charges for Ofti- 
cers, etc. - > 


1,000 


| Vote covered a very wide subject, and 
| he regretted that it had come up at so 
| late an hour. 


| THe CHANCELLOR or vRz EX- 
| CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Worcestershire, E.) said that if hon. 
| Members opposite desired to discuss 
|the Vote he was perfectly willing to 
i defer it. 


| Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said in 
i that case he would move the zdjourn- 
|ment of the debate. 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland) asked whether under 
the Closure Resolution it was not out of 
order to move a dilatory Motion, this 
being one of the specified days. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is so. The 
adjournment of the debate is a dilatory 
Motion; therefore I am afraid the hon. 
Member will have to occupy the remain- 
ing few minutes of the sitting. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (tre- 
suming) said he would conclude by 
moving a reduction of £250,000, One 
complaint against this Vote was that 
it was almost wholly due to lack 
of foresight. If the War Office were 
an cconomical Department always 
striving to save the taxpayers’ money 
mistakes of £10,000 or £20,000 might 
oceasionally be overlooked, but, unfor- 
tunately, they were always making 
mistakes on the wrong side, and it was the 
duty of the House carefully to scrutinise 
all these additional Votes, and to go 
thoroughly into the mistakes of account- 
ing. The question of Somaliland had had 
considerable light thrown upon it by the 
recent treaty ‘which had been brought 
about by pacific means, and which 
apparently we might have secured years 
ago had we gone the right way to work. 
What the country would want to know 
was why that was not done, instead of 
millions of money being spent and many 
lives lost. Then there was the question 
of Appropriations-in-aid. He had been 
told that during the last twelve months 
the War Office brought under contract 
40,000 suits of clothes at lls. odd. It 
was then found that the clothes would 
not be needed before the end of the year, 
and, therefore, they were sold at a price 
less than they cost to make. That was 
the kind of thing that made the accounts 
of the War Office exceptionally difficult 
to go into. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, Further Consideration of the 
Resolution stood adjourned. 


Resolution to be further considered 
to-morrow. 





{COMMONS} 





EVENING SITTING. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[By OrpeEr.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


Mr. BELL (Derby) said that he had 
given notice of an Instruction to the 
Committee to strike out the clause making 
certain requirements with regard to the 
pension fund which the company had 
provided for its employees. He was sorry 
to find that in some instances certain 
companies had used undue influence to 
compel their employees to become mem- 
bers of such funds. He did not, however, 
propose to press the Instruction if he 
received an assurance on behalf of the 
promoters that no undue influence would 
be brought to bear on any of the railway 
servants to become members of the fund. 
He found that the men in the employ 
of the North Eastern Company were 
equally divided in opinion as to the ad- 
vartages of the fund, and under the 
circumstances he did not think he would 
be doing justice either to the Company 
or to the men if he pressed his Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to leave out Clause 


37.°—(Mr. Bell.) 


Str EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said that on behalf of 
the North Eastern Railway Company 
he was prepared to give the assurance 
for which the hon. Member asked. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) moved an 
instruction to the Committee to whom 
the Bill would be referred. limiting the 
provisions of Clause 38 to omnibuses, 
coaches, cars, and other road vehicles 
conveying persons, luggage. parcels, and 
goods to and from the company’s railway 
stations. The persons with whom he was 
acting had not the slightest wish to 
prevent the facilities for transit in the 
country districts where there was n0 
such provision at the present time. 
The only point they desired to take 
up was that it was a little too much 
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to ask Parliament for statutory power 
to use funds for purposes other than 
those for which they were originally 
raised, and possibly to crush out the com- 
petition of other means of locomotion by 
the weight of the company’s capital. He 
was glad to understand from the pro- 
moters that there was no such intention 
in their minds, and that there was a 
probability that a reasonable agreement 
might be arrived at. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to whom the Bill is referred 
that they limit th> provisions of Clause 
38 to omnibuses, coaches, cars, and other 
road Vehi-les conveyiny persons, luggage, 
parcels, and goods to and from the 
company’s railway _ stations.” —(Mr. 
Whitley.) 


Sirk EDWARD GREY said he under- 
stood that the object of his hon. friend 
in moving the Instruction was that limit- 
ing words should be introduced into the 
clause protecting tramways especially 
from what he considered unfair or undue 
competition. Owing to the powers 
exercised by railway companies under this 
clause he thought it not unreasonable his 
hon. friend should desire some safeguard 
of the kind suggested. He thought the 
promoters would be prepared to say that 
there should be nothing in the section 
which would authorise the company to 
rin an omnibus in any borough or urban 
district otherwise than those from the 
stations of the company. He was not sure 
that those words went the whole length 
which his hon. friend desired, but he 
thought they indicated, definitely, willing- 
ness on the part ofthe company to consider 
some safeguard such as was suggested. 
At the same time the suggestion as it 
stood would be impossible. Supposing 
hishon. friend’s Instruction were carried, it 
woul{ be impossible for a railway com- 
pany running an omnibus to a village six 
miles away to drop anyone on the return 
journey at an intermediate village three 
miles away. He suggested that the Bill 
should be allowed to proceed to the Com- 
mittee, and then, if an entirely satisfactory 
arrangement was not arrived at, his hon. 
friend could raise the point at a subse- 
quent stage. 


{21 Marea 1905} 
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Str CHARLES RENSHAW (Ren- 
frew, W.) said he feared that if the 
Instruction were agreed to it would 


prevent a useful extension of the 
proposed power in rural districts. He 
was one of those who were watchin: 


with interest the co-operative movements 
intended to place agriculture oa a sounder 
basis, and he attached special importance 
to the facilities offered by railways and 
proposals of this kind. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Halifax spoke as representing 
the tramway interest. The statutory 
powers which the railways enjoyed had 
been seriously affected bv thecompeti ion 
of tramways, but they had had tosubmit 
to it. The railways admitted that they 
constituted a substantial gain to the 
travelling public, but what the pro- 
moters of the Bill asked for was that 
the facilities which tramways had given 
in the cities might be extended far 
beyond the bounds to which it was 
possible that the tramway system would 
ever extend, and so afford agriculturists 
an opportunity of putting their com- 
modities on the market in the most 
economical way. It was on the lines 
of that clause that the great future 
development of agriculture would pro- 
bably take place, and he, therefore, hoped 


ithe House would never agree to the 
Instruction proposed. 
Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham. 





N.W.) said he thought the power which 
would, under the clause in dispute, be 


; accorded to the railway company, would 


be used to the hindrance and obstruction of 
the development of tramway traction by 
private and municipal enterprise. It 
authorised a railway to own a tramway, 
and it would then be in the power of a 
railway company enjoying a monopoly 
to prevent a tramway company or local 
authority from supplying public wants. 
He would reserve his right of opposing 
the Bill on the Report Stage unless it 
was provided that the power which this 
clause conferred was not to be applied 
to boroughs or urban districts. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he thought the 
assurance given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Berwick was suffi- 
cient to enable them to pass the Bill for 
the present. He understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to be willing to insert 
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certain words which he had read, and 
further, he would consider in Committee 
whether further words were needed to 
carry out his intention. He and the 
hon. Baronet were practically agreed, 
therefore, and it only remained for the 
clause to be properly formulated in 
Committee. 


Str J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he hoped that nothing would 
be done to injure the important interests 
of municipalities owning extensive tram- 
ways. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.) said he warned the House to 
be very careful before agreeing to the 
compromise. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Berwick was rather dis- 
posed to give too many assurances to 
the hon. Member for Halifax and other 
opponents. The House ought not to be 
bound by any arrangement made outside, 
so that when the Bill had passed through 
Committee it might be revised by the 
House entirely in the interests of the 
travelling public and of the traders and 
agriculturists whose goods they wished to 
see transported from agricultural districts. 
The hon. Member for North-East Durham 
seemed to object to a railway company 
having a tremway running along a road, 
but he hoped no compromise would be 
made that would prevent a_ railway 
company from doing anything of that 
sort. In many cases such a power would 
be of the greatest advantage, and he only 
regretted that railway companies were 
too little inclined to offer such facilities. 
Such tramways would have the additional 
merit of preventing the destruction 
which was caused to the roads at present 
by heavy motor traffic. The House 
ought to be zealous to see that the public 
interests were protected and not inter- 
fered with in any way, whatever com- 
promise might be arrived at outside the 
House. He desired to say no more at 
the present stage, except to assure his 
right hon. friend who was acting for the 
railway directors on this occasion, that 
anything he did in the Committee up- 
stairs to give greater facilities for bringing 
agricultural produce into the great centres 
of population would receive the support 
of all agricultural Members like himself. 


Mr. Whitley. 


‘COMMONS! 


* districts. 
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Mr. LLOYD WHARTON (Yorkshire 
W.R., Ripon) said that under this Bill 
they were granting a motor omnibus 
which would run a horse-shoe journey 
through a district where there was not a 
light railway, and where they had asked 
the railway company to put down a light 
railway, which had been refused because 
there was no possibility of it being made 
to pay. This motor omnibus would run 
through several villages, and if this In- 
struction were passed it would deprive 
those villages of the benefits of this 
motor omnibus service. Such a course 
would be absolutely injurious to the 
interests of the poor people in those 
This railway company en- 
joved a large monopoly, and they were 
anxious to provide for the requirements 
of those districts, where they could do 
it at little or no profit. He assured the 
House that the money earned by this 
company was hardly in excess of the 
expenses, but what they were now pro- 
posing gave satisfaction to the inhabitants 
of the districts concerned. and provided 
them with means of locomotion which 
they would not otherwise have. There 
were many other districts in which this 
railway company could carry out a 
similar policy with great advantage 
to the population, and he hoped that after 
the assurance which had been given the 
House would agree to read the Bill a 
second time. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) said that, as the representa: 
tive of an agricultural constituency and a 
motorist, he was anxious to see no hind- 
rances placed upon facilities for motor 
omnibus travelling. It was very desir- 
able that the House of Commons should 
not interfere with the development of 
the cheapest and most convenient form 
of locomotion. 


EDWARD GREY said that he 
could not extend the undertaking he had 
given, nor could he withdraw from it. 
The hon. Member for Halifax was per- 
fectly free to raise further points in 
Committee. 


SIR 


Motion, by leave, withdrav n 
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MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL (By Orver.} 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Me. WHITLEY (Halifax) said the 
Instruction he had placed on the Paper 
in regard to this Bill referred to the 
same matter as his proposal in reference 
to the previous Bill. If he could get a 
similar assurance from the promoters of 
this Bill he would not press his Motion. 
Meanwhile he begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to whom the Bill is referred that 
they limit the provisions of Clause 22 to 
omnibuses, coaches, cars, and other road 
vehicles conveying persons, luggage, 
parcels, and goods té and from the com- 
pany’s railway stations.” —(Mr. Whitley.) 


Sin CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.) said there was no direct representa- 
tive of the Midland Railway Company 
present. but he would suggest to the 
hon. Member for Halifax that he should 
allow the Bill to go forward on the same 
understanding as had been given in the 
case of the former Bill, namely, that an 
opportunity should be given of discussing 
the que stion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL (By Orper). 


[SeconD READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) desired to callattention to the exten- 
sive powers sought by this Bill to run 
steamers between Hull and many ports, 
extending as far as Stockholm, and he 
vonsidered so great an extension of the 
powers generally granted to railway com- 
panies deserved examination, and he 


proposed, in order to invite attention to 
the subject, to move that the Bill be read 
i second time that day six months. He 
did not bring this Motion forward in 
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any hostile spirit, and he did not inten 
to press it to a division. This develop- 
ment of the functions of railway com- 
panies greatly increased their functions 
and was one of very considerable im- 
portance to the trading interests of the 
country. It was no new thing for rail- 
way companies to ask for powers to run 
lines of steamships between certain points, 
but whilst originally these powers were 
limited to making connecting links 
between different railway systems on 
opposite sides of the water, during the 
last few years company after company had 
enlarged their system of water com- 
munication to an extent never previously 
contemplated. There was this difference 
between the grant by Parliament to 
railway companies of powers to construct 
railways and torun steamships to distant 
parts, that in the former case they were 
under an obligation to carry out the 
undertaking, whilst in the latter it was 
quite optional with them whether they 
acted upon the powers given them, and he 
desired to urge that the time had come 
when there ought to be some kind of 
public inquiry into the powers railway 
companies were acquiring under Bills ef 
this description, and the mode in which 
and the limits and conditions under 
which such powers should be exercised. It 
was true that the powers proposed to 
be granted by this Bill were analogous 
to those granted to the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Company last year, 
and also to some acquired by other rail- 
way companies previously, and it was 
obvious that keen competition might be 
occasioned in which the railway com- 
panies might unintentionally place the 
merchandise imported from foreign 
countries in a more favourable position 
than the products of this country. He 
thought it was worthy of consideration 


'whether some precautions should not be 


taken to prevent such a state of things 
arising, and that the time had now 
arrived when it would be wise for th> 
Board of Trade to institute some kind 
of inquiry by a Committee, or Commis- 
sion or otherwise. He therefore begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon this 
day six months.’ —(Sir William Tomlinson.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That the word | IRISH LAND ACT, 1903. 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) said he 


desired to move the Resolution that stood 

Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- in his name. It covered a wide area and 
land, Berwick) said that all the Bill be should leave to his hon. friends the 
asked for were the identical powers task of dealing with several matters 
which were given by Parliament last bounded by this Resolution, as their con- 
year to the Lancashire and Yorkshire | stituents felt the breakdown of the Land 
Railway Company. Purchase Act of 1903 much more keenly, 
perhaps, than his, as fully one-half of the 
latter purchased under previous Acts, 
He felt great pleasure in proposing this 
Resolution for two reasons, first. because 
he was a tenant farmer himself: and 
secondly, because he was one of the 
Members for the County Wextord, a 
county that had purchased more land 
than any other county in Ireland. He 
had seen for himself the benefits which 


Mr. CHARLES MecARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) thought the time had 
come for the Board of Trade to direct an 
inquiry into the whole policy of these rail- 
way companies in acting as sea carriers, 
He desired to support the Motion which 
hed been made by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Preston. If they granted 
these powers to one railway they could) Jang purchase had conferred on the com- 
not refuse them to another company. | munity there. and he sincerely hoped 
Such cco ial” 4 much open to that these benefits would be extended 
abuse. What they had to recollect wast) the whole of the tenantry of Ireland 
that in the case of railway companies|j, the immediate future. 
who were shipowners it was to their own 
interest to carry goods by sea at nominal 
rates in order that they might carry them 
upon their own railway. This would be 
unfair to British manufacturers and 
traders, who were thus placed ata dis- 
advantage with their foreign competitors. 
Besides this it was unfair to particular 
ports, and the port of Liverpool had 
suffered very much in this respect in the 
past. It was unfair to the shipowner, 
because he was subjected to unfair com- 
petition from the railway companies, who 
would carry goods at lower prices simply 
to act as feeders to their own lines. He 
thought the Board of Trade might direct 
an inquiry to be made into the whole of 
the conditions under which these railway 
companies were acting. Such safeguards 
ought to be laid down as would prevent 
these great powers being exercised in a 
manner which inflicted injury upon other 
industries. 


When the Land Purchase Act of 1903 
was passing through the House, it 
seemed under the guardianship of the 
angel of peace. They could almost hear 
the fluttering of his wings. Ireland at 
last was to have peace and _ prosperity. 
The landlord would have his net income 
on the basis of second-term rents, and 
the tenant would have an adequate 
reduction, fully sufficient to enable him 
to compete with the foreigner in the 
agricultural markets. But, as soon 
as the administration of the Act 
commenced in Ireland the trouble 
began. The insatiable greed of the 
landlords showed itself. They were 
not satisfied with their net incomes on 
the basis of second-term rents, but in 
all probability they would have to put up 
with much less if the restrictions on the 
importation of foreign store cattle were 
removed. Now, the state of things 
, in his own county was, he supposed, a 

Question put, and agreed to. sample of what was going on all over 

_ Treland. Twenty years ago tenants m 

Main Question put, and agreed to, OiN | 45... intent bought out their holdings 
read a second time, and committed. under the Ashbourne Act at eighteen 
years purchase. ‘heir rents had been 
fixed in the Land Commission Court, 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (ADDI. and they had got 20 per cent reduction. 
TIONAL POWERS) BILL (By Orver.) They got a further reduction of 28 per 

cent. by purchase. They were entitled 
Read a second time. and committed. to decadal reductions as well, and he 
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dared say they were now paying only 
about one-third of the old rate. Con- 
trast that with the position of tenant; 
buying under the Land Act of 1905, and 
giving twenty-six or twenty-seven years 
purchase without decadal reductions, 
Those were monstrous prices, con- 
sidering that in England the price and 
value of land had both gone down, and 
even in Ireland, in the Land Judge's 
Court, the price of well secured head 
rents was not more than twenty or 
twenty-three vears purchase. 


Now, in his humble opinion, the Land 
Purchase Act of 1905, or rather what 
was known as the zones, was responsible 
for these exorbitant prices which, if 
they went on, would plunge their country 
in bankruptcy. On every estate there 
were arrears of rent. Many of these 
poor tenant farmers were living from 
hand to mouth, and severely pressed 


even at that, as the landlords well 
knew. The arrears and the zones were 


used as a leverage to extort a high price 
from the unfortunate tenant. Sooner 
than face eviction, and impelled by 
anxiety to be rid of the incubus of land- 
lordism, he consented to the landlord’s 
terms. The bargain was made within 
the zones, and the purchase money was 
advanced whether the land was security 
for it or not. Jt was to the interest of 
the landlords to have sales within the 
zones, and when they had forced their 
tenants to agree to big prices, which they 
never expected the Land Commission 
would sanction, they had adopted the 
simple plan of making them sign judicial 
agreements, so that the tenants would 
come within the zones and inspection 
would be done away with. It was said 
that inspection would retard sales, but 
this was not the case. An inspector had 
to come down to see if the maps were all 
right, and he might as well inspect the 
holding for its value as well as for its 
boundary. The additional delay would 
be nothing to speak of, and might secure 
fair play for both landlord and tenant. 
At present the result of the zone system 
was to compel the tenant to pay six or 
seven years purchase more for the land 
than its value. There was one thing the 
British Government could not do in Ire- 
land. The British Government, with all 
its power, with its Army and its Navy, was 
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incapable of destroying the insatiable 
greed of Irish landlords, but they could 
destroy the zones by which extortionate 
prices were wrung from the Irish tenants 
The Land Purchase Act of 1903 was very 
little better than a myth. Agreements 
were lodged up to the 28th of February 
last to the amount of about £17,009,000, 
but only £3,500,000 or £4,000,000 had 
been distributed to claimants on estates 
sold. They were told that the land of 
Ireland would be sold in twelve years, 
but at the present rate of progress it 
would take over thirty years. An Act 
of Parliament had been passed which 
would cost £112,000,000 to carry it out, 
and it was passed because every Member 


‘in that House believed the Irish land 


question must be settled, and settled 
quickly. What was the use in passing 
an Act of this kind if they did not pro- 
vide money to finance it? If thev 
wanted progress and justice as well, 
abolish the zones and finance the Act. 


Another portion of the Act that had 
proved an abject failure was that relat- 
ing to the restoration of the evicted 
tenants and the distribution of grass 
lands. They were led to believe that th 
evicted tenants would be restored to 
their homes, that the planters would be 
bought out, and in cases, where the plan- 
ters would not sell, that the evicted 
tenants would be provided with homes 
elsewhere. But, although 4,550 applica- 
tions were made on behalf of the evicted 
tenants, only 137 had been restored to 
their homes. The Coogreuny tenants, 
North Wexford, were amongst the for- 
tunate ones, but the Waluce tenants were 
still out in the cold. On th's estate ther> 
were about 800 acres of untenanted land. 
The Estates Commissioners, or some per- 
sons for them, had been over the land 
and promised the tenants that they would 
get back to their homes. He believed 
they had been over the land a second 
time and made a second promise, and vet 
there was no sign of the tenants being 
put back. The season for putting in the 
crops was now upon them, and if they 
did not get posseszion of the land im- 
mediately it would be of little use to 
them for another year. In South Wex- 
ford, his constituency, the evicted tenants 
were the Boxwell tenants, the Coolroe 
tenants, and some isolated cases. The 
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Boxwell tenants and the Coolroe tenants 
had applied to their landlords to be al- 
lowed to purchase their farms, but both 
these gentlemen were standing out for ex- 
cessive prices. He had heard hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite putting 
forward the theory that the evicted 
tenants would have been quietly paying 
their rents up to this day but for some 
terrible agitator like himself coming 
round and inducing them to rebel against 
their landlords and abandon their homes. 
No more preposterous theory ever entered 
the mind of man. The Irish farmer 
loved his home. His heart was in it, 
and he clung to it with a tenacity never 
understood on this side of the water; 
and the reason of this was that the house 
he lived in, the other houses on his farm, 
and all the improvements, were the work 
of himself or his predecessors in title. 
Nothing could induce him to desert that 
home except force, and as the Government 
supplied the force, the Government was 
in justice bound not only to reinstate 
him in his home, but to compensate 
him for all losses, because it evicted him 
for non-payment of an impossible rent. 


In the cases he had referred to, no agita- 
tor or Member of Parliament went near 
the tenants, but they, like other evicted 
tenants, felt themselves becoming poorer 
and poorer owing to circumstances over 
which they had no control. They asked 
for reductions in their rents. They 
were refused. Then combinations were 
formed on the estates to try and obtain 
justice from their landlords, and then 
the landlords called out their reserves, 
which were the forces of the Crown, and 


evicted the tenants. The Boxwell 
tenants were paying 30s. an acre. He 
knew something about land. He had 


lived by it for thirty-five vears, and he 
would venture to say that this land was 
not worth half the rent that the tenants 
were paying for it. Some of it was 
worth very much less, because it used to 
be flooded by the tide. The tenants 
built an embankment or sea-wall to keep 
out the tide. This embankment got 
out of repair and the land was flooded, 
and although the landlord persisted in 
rack - renting the tenants he refused 
to give any help to repair the embank- 
ment. The tenants asked for 6s. in the 
£ reduction and the landlord’s reply 


Mr. Ffrench. 
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was eviction. And now he would sell 
to the tenants at twenty-seven and a- 
half years purchase of the old rent. 
The Coolroe tenants had been just 
as badly treated, if not worse. He 
would respectfully ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the new Chief Secretary for 
Ireland how could such landlords 
dealt with except by compulsion ? 


be 


All agreed that the Irish land question 
must be settled, and yet the receivers 
and Land Commissioners were blocking 
sales and the Government never said 
och hone, or tried to mend matters. There 
were about a dozen firms of receivers 
making deals with landlords, negotiating 
fees. As a rule they demanded 5 per 
cent. for carrying out sales, that was to 
say, on a hundred millions of money 
those gentlemen netted five millions. 
The receivers were opposed to sales and 
were determined not to allow them if 
they could help it. Why should they 
part with the estates? Few people 
would part with their means of living. 
A man collecting £10,000 for which he 
got 5 per cent. for taking it from the 
tenant and handing it over to the land- 
lord had an easy job and did not like to 
lose it. The Land Commissioners were 
also opposed to sales. They had fat 
salaries and they did not want to lose 
them; consequently, they sold as little 
land as they could. An ordinary estate 
of, say, forty tenants, worth £10,000, 
could be sold by an auctioneer and 
solicitor in a month or six weeks. Why 
should it take twelve months or more 
in the Land Commission ? Because, of 
course, the Land Commission wanted to 
make the job hold out. It was time to 
put an end to this state of things by 
some drastic measure. The land was 
not being sold, the evicted tenants were 
not being restored, except at a snail’s 
pace, and the Congested Districts Board 
was practically idle. The only measure 
that could meet this chronic — state of 
things was compulsion. Parliament 
passed an Act and guaranteed about 
£112,000,000 to carry it out. The object 
of the Act was to make the tenant the 
owner. Then why not make him the 
owner? Pass a Bill of two or three 
sections giving him a vesting order that 
he was the owner. Fix the price, having 
regard to the circumstances of the land, 
the prices of agricultural products and 
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competition in agriculture. Or they 
could adopt the method of giving the 
landlord his net income on the basis of 
second-term rents. Then lodge the 
money in the hands of the public trustee 
under the Land Act of 1905 and let the 
landlord prove his title. He would 
venture to say, if this were done, the 
land of Ireland would be sold in three 
or four vears. Likely enough the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would say he 
could not finance such a scheme. But 
why not ? They spent some £250,000,0:00 
in the Transvaal; they had spent 
millions in Somaliland. And this all for 
war—killing people and grabbing their 
land. Would it not be better to spend 
a few millions in making peace with the 
Irish people, who would pay every penny 
of it back, whilst the money they spent 
in war was gone for ever. He begged 
to move. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.), in 
seconding the Motion, said it was not 
brought forward for the purpose of at- 
tacking the Estates Commissioners. The 
reason for that must be obvious to the 
(Government. He and his friends were 
not in a position on the present occasion 
to say whether the Estates Commuis- 
sioners were culpable or not. They had 
little or no information on which to form 
an opinion as to whether the Estates 
Commissioners, in the exercise of their ad- 
ministrative duties, had done the best 
they could to put in force the provisions 
of the Land Act of 1903, or whether they 
deserved censure. Although repeated 
assurances had been given that periodic 
Reports would be presented to the House 
in regard to the transactions of the Land 
Commissioners, they were to-day groping 
in the dark. All the information sup- 
plied to them was as to the number of 
tenants whose purchases had been sanc- 
tioned, the amount of money that had 
been advanced, and the number of years 
purchase paid. They did not know 
what the Estates Commissioners had done 
in the way of reinstating the evicted 
tenants or repatriating to the grass lands 
of Connaught the people driven off in 


former times. 


‘The Motion alleged that the failure 
of the Land Act was largely due to 
the inflation of prices by the system 
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of zones set up by that Act for the 
first time, and also that it had done 
little or nothing to relieve the congestion 
in the West and to distribute the grass 
lands in Connaught. They were told 
in 190°; that two of the main purposes 
of the Bill then before the House were 
to increase the uneconomic holdings in 
order to make them economic, and to 
reinstate the evicted tenants. The 
figures supplied the other day as to the 
working of the Land Act showed that 
advances amounting in all to £5,567,649 
had been sanctioned by the Estates 
Commissioners; that the amount Con- 
naught had got was £299,781, or some- 
thing like 8 per cent. of the total. The 
province of Teinster, which, as every- 
body knew, was the richest province 
in Ireland as far as the natural quality 
of the land was concerned. had ab- 
sorbed £2,028,548, and county Kildare 
had absorbed £862,068, or almost four 
times as much as the whole of the province 
of Connaught. [An Hox. Memper: The 
Duke of Leinster.| He was not going 
to say anything against the Duke of 
Leinster. If the tenants were satistied 
to give the Duke exorbitant prices he 
did not see that it lay with him or any- 
body else to prevent them from doing so. 
ut he said that the Duke of Leinster’s 
estate afforded the best illustration of 
how the Irish ratepayers were being 
robbed under the Land Act of 1905. 


He would take the case of the rental on 
the Duke’s estate of £125 previous to 
the passing of the Land Act of 1881. 
Notwithstanding the fact that he owned 
that estate in the seventies, the Duke, 
as they must cheerfully acknowledge, 
allowed the tenants to break the leases 
and go into the Land Court. From that 
day until now he and‘his family had 
shown by their action that they had 
some regard for the interest of their 
tenants. After the passing of the Land 
Act of 1881 the Duke of Leinster an- 
ticipated what this House was compelled 
to do by the Plan of Campaign in 1887. 
If other landlords had followed the 
example of the Duke of Leinster much 
trouble would have been saved to the 
people of Ireland and to the British Gov- 
ernment. In 1881 the Duke said to his 
tenants, ‘ You can either go into Court 
or agree to a valuation.” It was mutu- 
ally agreed to appoint a valuer, and the 








759 Trish Land 
tenants got a 20 per cent. reduction. 
Two estates were sold by the late Duke 
of Leinster immediately after the passing 
of the Ashbourne Act at eighteen years 
purchase on the judicial rent. The 
rack-rent of £125 was reduced by consent 
to £100, so that the land, which was 
afterwards sold at eighteen years pur- 
chase realised £1,800, which, at 4 per cent. 
amounted to an annuity of £72. On 
that occasion the manors of Maynooth 
and Castledermot were not sold and the 


reason was this. In 1881 the Duke of 
Leinster’s tenants there asked for a 
reduction of rent commensurate with 


the fall in prices of cattle and sheep 
and the general depression in agri- 
culural values, and he informed them 
that he was unable to give it be- 
cause there was a mortgage of over 
£250,000 on the estates. When the 
estates were eventually sold thev brought 
£343,000, and were in that way relieved 
of the mortgages. When the Act of 
1887 first came into operation, and until 
the day the Duke of Leinster’s trustees 
sold, a reduction of 12} per cent. was 
allowed. Therefore it came to this, that 
the land which, before 1881, was rack- 
rented at £125, which was reduced in 
1881 to £100, and which was again 
reduced under the Land Act of 1887 by 
a further 12} per cent. to £87 10s., was 
sold under the Act of 1903 at twenty-five 
vears purchase for £2,187 10s., while 
similar lands were sold under the Act 
of 1887 for £1,800. This was what had 
occurred under the Act of 1903, which 
they were told was to be the salvation of 
Ireland. He wished the House to re- 
member that under the Ashbourne Act 
there was no bonus. He was told some- 
times that the land did not secure the 
purchase money; but before ever the 
British Treasury would go to the land to 
realise their security or begin a campaign 


of eviction against the purchasers under 


the Act of 1903, the first thing they would 
do would be to come down on the Irish 
Development Fund, by which they world 
rob, not the farmers who had purchased 
the land, but the general body of rate- 
payers of Ireland. 


Now. what had caused the inflation 


in the price of land in Ireland ? 
While the Act of 1903 was before 


the House hon. Members were given to 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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understand that the cause which was re- 
tarding the sale of land was that seventeen 
or eighteen years purchase were not 
sufficient when invested to give the land- 
lord his net income, or what he might be 
supposed to consider his net income 
ought to be. For that reason the bonus 
of £12.000,000 was given to the Irish 
landlords, to be used as a bridge which 
would enable them to sell at the then 
current number of years purchase. 
Again. they were told that the Land Act 
of 1903 was not altogether intended for 
the benefit of the landlord, but that the 
tenant farmers might legitimately expect 
some advantage corresponding to the 
£12.000,000 of bonus which the landlords 
were getting. But what had happened / 
The tenant farmers of Ireland had not 
got that advantage; they had _ not 
received the reduction of the annuity 
charge from 4 per cent. to 3} per cent. 
In fact, they had been swindled out of 
that reduction. It was the reduction 
from 4 per cent. to 3} per cent. which com- 
pelled the Treasury to extend the time 
of repayment under the Ashbourne Act 
to forty-two years under the Act of 1903, 
Then, they were told that the essence of 
the Land Act of 1903 was voluntary sale 
and purchase. He agreed; but what 
was the use of telling him that this was 
a voluntary measure, that he need not 
purchase if he did not wish to do 80, 
and that he could still continue a tenant 
farmer and could bring his landlord into 
Court and have a fair rent fixed. In 
order to force the Irish tenant farmer 
into a bargain with his landlord, which 
he knew was not a fair bargain, and 
to give the landlord five, six, or 
seven years purchase more than under 
the Ashbourne Act, the landlord 
used the question of arrears and the 
hanging gale. He would give the 
House a few instances which would 
prove to the hilt that the landlords 
were making use of the poverty of 
the tenants to extract from them a rent 
far in excess of what the land was worth, 
and what was obtained, under Govern- 
ment sanction, under the Ashbourne Act. 

In King’s County there was an estate 
owned by Colonel Williams. The land 
agent on that estate, Mr. Coutts, was for 
fifteen or sixteen years always satisfied 
to receive from the tenants one year’s 
rent every twelve months ; and did not 
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press for any arrears due previous to the 
time he became agent. Unfortunately 
for the tenants that gentleman resigned 


his position and went abroad. A Mr. 
Fowler from Kerry became agent 
instead. This estate was offered to be 


sold six vears ago for eighteen years 
purchase under the Balfour Act; but 
since Mr. Fowler became agent he was 
proceeding against the tenants for arrears 
of rent due during the famine time, and 
for arrears of hanging gale due fifty vears 
ago. He did not allege for a moment 
that the owner of the estate, Colonel 
Williams, had instigated those proceed- 
ings; but it was peculiar that this 
property, which was offered for sale six 
years ago at eighteen years purchase, 
which the tenants would not consent 
to pay because it was too high, was now 
considered by the new agent to be worth 
twenty-six vears purchase. The reason 
was that the agent desired to drive the 
tenants into an improvident bargain. 
Every hon. Member who was acquainted 
with the agricultural value of land knew 
that during the last ten or fifteen years, 
instead of the agr.cultural value of 
land having increased by six or seven 
years purchase, it had decreased by 
six or seven vears purchase. A tenant 
in county Clare, named Down, had his 
rent fixed in 1881 at £14 under the 
Ashbourne Act. That tenant went into 
Court and asked to have a second-term 
rent fixed; but the Commissioner, Mr. 
Esmonde, who knew nothing whatever 
of the land in county Clare or its climatic 
conditions, confirmed the rent at £14, 
the same as in 1881. He would ask the 
right hon. (rentleman the Chief Secretary 
if he was getting, as a landlord, the same 
rent for agricultural land in 1904 as he 
was in 188]? There was another extra- 
ordinary case. A Miss Gibson went into 
Court in 1888 and had a rent fixed at £90, 
but the landlord had to contribute half the 
rates and taxes, which brought the rert 
dewn to £75; but Mr .Esmonde fixed 
the second-term rent of the same farm 
at £84 7s. 6d. Deliberately, and with 
full knowledge, he charged Mr. Esmonde, 
and lay Commissioners like him, with 
being in a conspiracy with the landlords to 
compel the tenants to purchase at any 
price. It was part and parcel of the at- 
tempt made by the right hon. Gentleman 
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duced in the House in 1902 to provide 
that any tenant who refused to purchase 
could not get a fair rent fixed. He 
understood that Mr. Esmonde alleged 
that one factor in calculating Miss 
Gibson’s second-term rent at £84 was 
the proximity of the farm to the pier at 
Carrigaholt. Now, that pier was built 
long before the Act of 1881 was passed 
and was only used by fishermen. He 
did not believe that a single ton of 
agricultural produce had been landed or 
exported from that pier ever since it was 
built. He maintained that the Act of 
1905 had not succeeded in curing the 
congestion of the population in certain 


districts of Ireland, and that the promises 


made to the [rish tenant farmers as to the 
results of the Act had all been falsified. 


The right hon. Member for Dover told 
them that one of the main intentions 
of the Act was to enable the uneconomic 
holdings of Ireland to become economic 
holdings, and to bring the people into a 
position which would give them a chance 
of gaiming a decent living. The hon. 
Member for South Antrim talked the other 
day about the immorality of the United 
Irish Land League. He was proud to be 
a member of that League, which was the 
descendant of the old Land League ; 
and it was the Land League which made 
the landlords of Ireland first sit up. and 
compelled the Government to pass its 
many Land Acts. It would be the 
United Irish Land League which would 
finally settle the land question in Ire- 
land. There was an estate in the West 
of Ireland which was in Judge Ross’s 
Court. A requisition was presented by 
the Estates Commissioners for the sale of 
that estate a considerable time ago, but 
Judge Ross made no answer to the re- 
quisition and said publicly in his Court 
that he would not sell because there was 
boycotting in the neighbourhood—the 
boycotting taking the form of throwing 
down several hundred yards of a boun- 
dary wall. He could say to the Chief 
Secretary and the Attorney-General for 
Ireland that he was not there to apologise 
for that action, but to tell the House the 
cause of it. One of the main provisions 
of the Act of 1903 was to increase the 
size of uneconomic holdings on estates 
where there were untenanted lands. 
Now, on the estate to which he referred 
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tion of whose holdings ranged from 
10s. up to £5 per annum. Could it be 
said that these were economic holdings ? 
Why did Judge Ross refuse to sell the 
estate to the Estates Commissioners ? 
He would tell the House why. In that 
particular neighbourhood there lived an 
informer, a common spy, who supplied 
the hon. Member for South Antrim with 
some of his bogus facts; in that neigh- 
bourhood there lived Lord Ashtown— 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
What facts are bogus ? [Cries from the 
In1sH_ Benches: Sit down.] I rise to 
a point of order. The hon. Member has 
accused me of have given information to 
this House of a bogus nature. I submit 
that that statement should be withdrawn, 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: No; what was said 


was that someone had furnished the 
hon. Member with information of a 
bogus nature. [An IrtsH MEMBER: 


You’ve got vour answer. ] 


Mr. KILBRIDE said that some of the 
bogus information supplied to the hon. 
Member opposite was supplied by Lord 
Ashtown With regard to the estate 
of William Thomas Gallaway, deceased, 
they were not compelled to sell the 
estate under the 40th section because it 
was not a bankrupt estate, but if it was 
the intention of the framers of the Act 
that it should work, surely in regard to 
a property like this they were not going 
to allow Lord Ashtown to frustrate the 
intention of Parliament, and allow him 
to buy an estate over the heads of the 
tenants. When he heard indignant de- 
nunciations of the United Irish League 
for what they had done in cases of this 
kind he was reminded of the words used 
by the Leader of the House on a memor- 
able occasion when he said, “* Human en- 
durance had its limits.” He agreed 
that there were limits to human endur- 
ance, especially when an Act of Parlia- 
ment, passed to relieve a most abominable 
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the Government of the country, was being 
frustrated in this way. It was disgrace- 
ful that these poor people who had to live 
in hovels should be prevented [rom getting 
what Parliament intended they should 
have by the action of a wealthy Lord. 


The question of the evicted tenants had 
been alluded to. So far only £3,500 had 
been expended out of the £250,000 Irish 
money apportioned for the reinstatement 
of evicted persons. There was an extra- 
ordinary difference of procedure when it 
was a question of repatriating Irishmen 
and resettling the Boers. When they 
wanted to repatriate Irishmen £3,500 
was considered sufficient, but £3.000,000) 
was voted by the House to repatriate 
the Boers, and this was done for men who 
had been up in arms against this country. 
That was a magnificent performance. 
Until the question of the evicted tenants 
was settled he assured the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Irish land question 
could not be settled. He hoped the 
Chief Secretary or the Attorney-General 
would be able to tell them something 
about the public trustee. What was he 
doing and what had he done? Was it 
a fact that the trustees of the Leinster 
property had invested the proceeds of 
the sale of that estate at £4 Is. per 
cent.¢ That took awav altogether the 
landlord’s argument that he must get 
twenty-five years purchase. 


A case had been brought before the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland as to how the zone 
system had inflated the price of land. 
There was the case of the Blake Foster 
Estate which was partly in the county of 
Clare and partly in the county of Galway 
This estate was offered for sale by the 
late proprietor, and it was agreed that 
£6,000 should be the price. When the 
inspector, on behalf of the Treasury, went 
to ascertain whether there was sufficient 
security for the advance, he reported that 
there was not, and Mr. Wrench, who was 
then a Land Commissioner, made a minute 
that it was valued only for a single pound 
The trans- 
ferred to the mortgagees, a Scotch Insur- 
They employed in the 


of advance. property was 


ance Company. 
West of Ireland a very astute man, and 
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he found that five or six years arrears 
were due. The first thing he did 
offer to relieve the tenants of a 


of rent 
was to 
certain amount of those arrears if they 
would 
term rents, and they signed the agree- 
ments. This Mr. 
Holmes, and he brought those agree- 


sign agreements fixing second- 


agent's name was 


ments to the Land Commission offices 
and said, ‘‘ Here are a number of fair- 
rent agreements.” There was no inquiry 
at all. and the whole thing went through. 
These agreements were registered as 
second-term rents and Mr. Holmes went 
back to the tenants and sold the land to 
them at twenty-four or twenty-five years 
purchase. Having brought those tenants 
within the zones Mr. Holmes obtained 
an advance of £9,000 under this bene- 
ticent Act of 1903 for an estate which, 
under the previous Purchase Acts, a 
Government inspector had declared was 
not security for £6,000, and which Mr. 
Wrench had stated was not security for 
Was it any wonder 
had 


laid down that if property was bought 


a single sovereign. 
that they complained? It been 
Estates Commis- 

The House had 
otten heard of the evictions on the Sneem 
Warden This 


in the hands of the Blands, but, unfor- 


within the zones the 


sioners had no option. 
Estate. was originally 
tunately, they were obliged to sell, and 
it was sold in the Encumbered Estates 
Court at eleven years purchase to a 
Yorkshireman, who increased the rents 
This 


had recently sold this estate under the 


very considerably. Yorkshireman 
Land Act of 1903, and he had succeeded 
in getting agreements signed by insolvent 
tenants, who had purchased at twenty- 
four years purchase, and he was going 
The 


House should also remember that this 


to make a very nice thing out of it. 


gentleman got a nice little matter of 
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12 per cent. bonus. 
agree with a tenant at twenty years 
purchase at a rental of £20, making the 
amount £400. An agreement was made 


between the landlord and tenant at 
twenty-five years purchase at a rental 
of £20 and that made the amount £500. 
Meantime the landlord went to the 
tenant and gave him £100, and why ? 
Because he would get it all back from the 
Estates Commissioners as well as the 12 


per cent. bonus 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. 
derry, N.): I 


honest transaction 


Atkinson, London- 


think that is 
ot 


Is the hon. Member refer- 


do not 


an on the part 
either party. 
ring to a case that has actually occurred, 
because there is power to quash such a 


transaction 


Mr. KILBRIDE said he expected that 
the right hon. Gentleman would give 
that answer. He believed it was a fraud 
on the part of both, but why did the 
it ? 


money was the inducement to the tenant 


tenant do The cheapness of the 
to be a party to the fraud, and the induce- 
ment to the landlord was the 12 per cent. 


He did 


not wish to give the name of the party, 


He was not talking in his hat. 


but if this practice continued he should 
not hesitate to furnish the Attorney- 
General with all the particulars, and re- 
quest him to. do what his colleague did 
in the Whitaker Wright case. A friend 
of his sold an estate not within the zones 
at sixteen vears purchase. It was bad 
land, but it was as good as the land sold 
Be- 


fore he sold it he did not get the tenants 


before at sixteen years purchase. 


to sign second-term judicial leases in 


order to bring them within the zones 
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which would have avoided inspection. 
In the case of one of these tenants the 
total amount of the purchase money came 
An 


, e 
inspector was'sent down and he reported 


to £47 atfsixteen years purchase. 
that it was only security for £56. Upon 
an estate close by owned by an avaricious 
landlord /the"tenants were compelled to 
sign second-term leases and he succeeded 
in getting twenty-five years purchase, or 
more than double what similar land had 
This 


Bill was intended to settle the land ques- 
1 


been valued at by the inspector. 
tion. It was intended to relieve the 
congestedfand poverty-stricken parts of 
Treland, and restore the wounded soldiers 
of the land war to the irholdings, but, un- 
less a new leaf were turned in the ad- 
ministration of the Land Act of 1903, the 
present Chief Secretary would retire from 
his cflice with the same feelings as his pre- 


decessor. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That this House is of opinion that the 
system of limits within which the Estates 
Commissioners are obliged to advance the 
prices of farms in Ireland without in- 
quiring as to the sufficiency of the security 
has had an effect disastrous to the in- 
terests of the tenant farmers and the 
general ratepavers of Ireland; and that 
the Land Act of 1905 has utterly failed to 
effect one of its main objects in remedy- 
ing the congestion of the population in 
certain districts of Ireland and providing 
the people with economic holdings ; and 
that this failure can only be remedied by 
the grant of compulsory powers to the 
Estates Commissioners and the Con- 
gested Districts Board for the purchase of 
estates declared by them to be con- 
gested estates, and of untenanted lands 
necessary for the relief of congestion.” — 


(Mr. Firench.) 
Mr. Kilbride. 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror {[RE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, S.); 
It is a little difficult in any circumstances, 
to deal with this question as it has been 
put before the House to-night, but it is 
especially difficult when the House realises 
that in the two speeches which have been 
made the case has been so fully dealt 
with, and if I may say so, with a wealth 
of detail which makes it almost impossible 
for the representative of the Government 
to reply upon the case as stated. Let me 
turn to the general issue. 


Whatever differences of opinion there 
may be now as to the merits of the Act of 
1905, there 


object with 


is no difference as to the 
which that Act was passed 
and the effects which it was hoped the 


Act would produce. The speeches to 


which the House has listened do not 
suggest that those effects are within 


Teasonable distance of attainment vet. 
The object of the mover of this Resolution 
is to show that the operations under the 
Act have been attended by inflated 
But 


what led to the passing of this Act ‘ 


prices to the owners cf the land. 


What was the conclusion to which Par- 


liament was brought face to face 
by facts to which it could not shut 
its eyes? The real difficuity in con- 
nection with previous Purchase Acts was 
that under them only those landlords 
sold who could afford to accept the 
prices of the tenants—who had other 
Those who had not 
difficult to 


bring the land into the market. 


resources. in fact 


other resources found it 


It is perfectly true that the landlords 
who came in in those early sales were 
those who could afford to part with 
their land, who sold because they found 
the Act advantageous, and who had 


reserves. But only the very 
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to 
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wanted found 


it 


touched. You a 


system by which made 
worth the while of the owners of land 
who had not other reserves, who had 
only a very small margin, if any, to sell 
land ; 


their and you developed this 


scheme of voluntary purchase, and 
induced the British taxpayer not only 
to find £100,000,000 for the purposes of 
the loan, but also to add £12,000,000 by 
way of bonus, to make it possible for 
many of the smaller landlords to sell. 
They are the very men you want to buy 
out, because their opportunities for pro- 
viding for themselves are small, and 
their opportunities of doing justice to 
This Act 


for the first time offers these facilities to 


their tenants are almost nil. 


the owners of that particular class of 
land, and how, in the name of justice. 
can you describe it asa failure when it 
has been in operation for less than two 
What, after all, have been its 
£20,000,009 


years ¢ 
results? Already have 
been applied for—representing one-fifth 
of the agricultural holdings in Ireland, 
It is perfectly true that only a small per- 
centage of those have been dealt with. 
Sut why / Are the arguments which 
have been adduced, the cases which have 
been cited, the indictments which have 
been made—are they the reasons why 
the Land Act of 1903 has not made more 
rapid progress? Everybody knows 
that the real difficulty is not that here 
and there prices have varied, or that here 
and there landlords have got enough for 
their land to enable them to live in 
decency for the rest of their days; the 
real difficulty is the financial difficulty 
to which reference was made last night. 
I cannot say what opportunities I may 
have, or how far I may be able to take 


advantage of those opportunities, of 
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doing something to facilitate the working 
of the Act, but I believe that the financial 
difficulty is the paramount difficulty, 
and that if hon. Members opposite wish 
to do anything to solve the land problem 
they will not help the Irish Government 
by throwing doubt on the Act which 


has had almost unparalleled success. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): The lanc- 
lords cheer that. . 


WALTER LONG: I 
The Act was devised and 


Mr. 
glad they do. 
carried for the purpose of transferring 
the land from the landlords to the tenants, 
and if its operations so far as they have 
gone the landlords’ 
representatives, I think that any fair- 
minded man will not say that that is no 


am very 


are cheered by 


condemnation of the Act. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I have no objection to 
the land being sold if it is sold at_a fair 


price. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I think there 


has been in this debate, as there 
is in the interruption of the hon. 
Member, a tendency to judge this 


Act by one test and one alone, viz., 
that of the price paid for the land. 
Surely those who represent the tenants 
will admit that there is another test 
which may with equal fairness be applied. 
Under the Act the average purchase 
price has been 22.9 years purchase. But 
what have been the advantages to the 
I do not admit that that is an 
excessive price, nor do I deny that there 
Under the prin- 


tenant ¢ 


have been variations. 
ciple of voluntary purchase there must 
be variations, and I believe that the 
average price But 
the tenant has directly received the 


is a fair price. 
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benefit of a reduction on the annual 


payment representing his rental of 25°9 
That is 
already been made in the Courts for one- 
fifth of the land in Ireland, the average 
price paid to the owners of the land 


per cent. application has 


represents twenty-two and a-half years 
purchase, and the reduction to the 
tenants in their anual payment is equal 
Can it be contended 
by any fair-minded man that that is a 


record which spells failure for the Act / 


to over 25 per cent. 


The mover of the Resolution submitted 
that the zone system was one of the 
But 
the zone system is the very essence of the 
Act. 
have been practically coerced into giving 
If that is so, 
there is a provision in the Act which I 


causes of the failure of the Act. 
We have been told that tenants 
unfair prices for the land. 


do not say would have made that im- 
possible, but of which, at all events, the 
tenants might have availed themselves. 
Such 
fortified by individual cases. 


an argument can always be 

The hon. 
Member for South Kildare appealed to me 
as an English landowner as to what my 
experience was. I venture to say that 
if the sales of agricultural land in England 
for the last ten years are investigated, it 
will be found that there have been exactly 
thesame variations as are found in Ireland. 
The hon. Member instanced the case of a 
farm sold for so many years purchase, 
and of another farm of the same character 
which fetched a very much higher price. 
But that is the commonest experience of 
everyone connected with land purchase 


in this country. 


Mr. KILBRIDE said that his point 
was that in the case of the farm which was 
sold for sixteen years purchase without 


the zones, the inspector from the Land 
Mr. Walter Longq- 
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Commission refused to certify that it 
was security for the advance, whereas 
in the case of the farm of a similar char- 
acter sold within the zones for twenty-five 
years purchase without inspection, the 
Estates 
money. 


Commissioners advanced the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is impos- 
sible to go into every individual case 
without having the full particulars before 
one. I was not dealing with the in- 
dividual case; I was replying to the 
general charge. The hon. Member chal- 
lenged me, as one acquainted with agri- 
cultural affairs in England, to say whether 
there had been any instances within the 
last ten years in England which could be 
compared with the cases he cited, and I 
say that the hon. Member may take any 
decade he pleases, and he wiil find that, 
whether the general value has been rising 
or falling, there have been exactly thesame 
variations of prices. Those variations 
are due to a multitude 6f causes of which 
it is impossible to judge by a bare state- 


ment of a partisan on one side or the other. 


This Act must be judged, not by the 
comparatively trifling instances which 
have been cited, but on the broad general 
facts which can be put forward in its 
support. Subject cnly to the fact that 
the originator of this Act was a colleague 
of my own, and that to that extent | 
had an interest in it. I bring to its examin- 
ation as the head of the Irish Executive 
for the time being a perfectly open and 
impartial mind, and I do not hesitate to 
say that the more I examine into its opera- 
tion, and the more I realise what its 
work and actual effects have been, the 
more I marvel at the success which has 
attended it. Why is it indicted to-night ! 


By what justification is it held to be a 
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failure because the landlords have ob- 
tained a fair price? Everybody who 
does not wish the Act to operate to the 
destruction of the landlords must realise 
that if it had not worked fairly to the 
landlords the Act would have been a 
failure, because it would have come to 
The hon. Member says the 
Act is a failure because it is a voluntary | 
Act. 


purchase 


an end. 
Why is it based upon voluntary 


? Because you have never 
yet been able to invent a system other 
than that for Ireland, or for any other 


country, which was likely to be success- 





ful in the two directions in which alone 
those of | 
inducing the landlords to sell, and of | 


making it worth the tenants’ while to 


success can be secured, viz., 


Are you going to do that by} 
Where it 


vet been found that compulsory pur- | 


buy. 
compulsory shase ? has 
ompulsory purchase ? 1as 
chase leads to economical treatment and | 
P * | 
cheap sales ? During the short time I 
was in Treland I made it my business 
to inquire on this point of some gentle- 
men acquainted with the question. 
Ax HON. MEMBER: Landlords! 
Mr. WALTER Li ING 2 


not landlords. 


No, they were | 


An HON. MEMBER: 
in Dublin Castle. 


Then they were 


‘compulsion against the minority. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : No, they were 


not. 


They happened to be on board 


the steamer. 


Ax HON. MEMBER: 


In a storm! 
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what he thought of compulsion—whether 
he thought it facilitated the cheap buying 
of land; and he confirmed what, I believe, 
is the experience of everybody who 
has had anything to do with the sale 
of land; viz., that compulsory powers 
lead to a much more expensive system. 
[‘‘ Name.”] It that I 
should give the name. Does anybody 


is unnecessary 
believe that by compulsion you get land 
more cheaply or more easily than by 


voluntary arrangement ? 


Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Ferma- 


nagh, N.) asked what the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to do with land- 


lords who refused to sell at any price. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: KE landlords 
will not sell at any price and you have 
not compulsory powers, it is obvious that 


you cannot get their land. But if you 


| have compulsory powers there is_ this 
| difficulty. 


If you have compulsory 


| powers to exercise against recalcitrant 


landlords, what are you going to do to 


all the landlords who now come in and 
sell on fair terms? If you are to use 
your compulscry powers only upon one 
set of landlords, upon what terms are you 
The question 
of the hon. Member presupposes that a 
majority of the landlords will sell volun- 
are to exercise 


But 


Are you 


tarily. Therefore, you 


upon what system or basis ? 


| going to compel them to sell on terms 


which hon. Members have denounced to- 
What, after all, 
& 


night as extravagant ? 


the best inducement? There is 


great deal in what has been said about 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
was on the way to Ireland; the return | 
I asked 


experience 


No, the storm 


journey was quite calm. a | 


gentleman of considerable 


that part of Ireland in which it is more 
desirable than in any other that these 
Where the 
difficulty exists in its most acute form it 


sales should be carried out. 
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is unfortunately true that these sales have 


~ 


been very small indeed as compared with 
other parts of the country, and I should 


be very glad indeed if anything could be 


done by the Government to alter that | 


condition of things. But does my hon, 


friend who recommends compulsion be- 


lieve that you will solve the difficulty in | 


that part of the country by obtaining | 


compulsory powers to force the landlords 


to sell ? 


the difficulty with regard to price will be | 


met ? 


will be solved, either in the West of Ire- | 


land or elsewhere, by such wholesale 
The 
advantages already flowing from this 
Act are, I think, apparent to every stu- 


measures as have been suggested. 


dent of the question and to everybody | 


who desires—as the majority of the) 


people of this country desire—to see 
Ireland happier, more contented, and 
more prosperous. 
rather trust to the effect of this conviction 
upon the minds of landlord and tenant 
in the West of Ireland than to the 
exercise of compulsory powers. I cannot 
speak yet with that local knowledge 


which I hope I may be able to acquire | 


in one of those motor tours to which | 


reference has been made, and I feel that 


until one has seen these cases on the | 


spot, and realises what they mean, it 
is difficult and perhaps dangerous to 
commit one’s self at all upon them. I 
repeat, that I the 


difficulty for which we have to find a 


however, believe 


solution is that of providing the money | 


which must be found if the Estates 


Commissioners are to let the sales go 


on. 


of the Resolution said 


The 


that at the present rate of progress it 


mover 


would be thirty years before the land 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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I do not believe the difficulty | 


For my part, I would | 
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I think he 
has not realised two things—first, that 


of Ireland changed hands. 


it is only a little over a year since the 


Act came into operation, and secondly, 


that the KHstates Commissioners, who 
|have worked hard to make the Act g 


| success, have had to put the whole scheme 


into working order, to invent their 


machinery, and to approach various 


estates with little experience as to 


I think 
it is not unfair to assume that, if in the 


how best to deal with them. 


first twelve months one-fifth of the land 


of Ireland has been applied for, in a 


much shorter period than thirty years 
the Act will have conferred upon Ireland 


the almost indescribable benefit of the 


| transference of the land from the present 
owners to those who are now only 
occupiers. I believe that the financial 
difficulty is the only one that can be 
It 


possible for me to deal with the whole 


is im- 


regarded as really serious. 


question to-night. There are the ques- 


tions of the evicted tenants and uneco- 


nomic holdings. There has been a great 


| deal of controversy as to the respective 
| responsibility of the Executive Govern- 
ment and the Estates Commissioners. | 
quite agree that it is right and desirable 
| that the House and the country should 
be able to judge of the responsibility of 
the Executive Government, on the one 
hand, and of the Estates Commissioners 
/on the other; and I hope I may settle 
this controversy once and for all by 
saying that it is my intention to lay on 
the Table as soon as I can the regula- 
tions which I propose to issue to the 
Commissioners, setting forth the view of 
'the Executive as to the way in which 
‘their duties be performed. 
| Further, I wish the House to understand 
‘that if, in my judgment, it is necessary 


should 


ito alter those regulations in any way, 
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Tshall consider it part of my duty to lay 
the amended regulations on the Table. | 


| 
| 
be most undesirable that there should | 


| 


Certainly I can safely say that it would 


be active interference by the Executive 


with the Commissioners with regard to | 
any particular case or any detail of | 
their work, and the regulations will | 
be directed to guide them generally | 


in the discharge of their duties. Re- | 
ference has been made to my con- | 
| 


nection with the Act constituting the 
London Water Board and the financial | 
I believe that 
my experience in that matter will be of 


interests there involved. 


some little value. Questions affecting 


the security of property have to be con- | 
sidered, and I am not going hurriedly or | 
rashly to make any declaration on the 


subject, but I can assure the House that 


I shall do my best to remove the ob- 
stacles which only temporarily, I believe, 
stand in the way of the complete and 


successful development of the Act. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8S.) said | 


that this debate was to be regarded only 
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as the opening of the question, and that 
the earliest opportunity would be taken 
to bring the matter forward again. To 
judge whether the Act had been a suc- 
cess or a failure it was necessary to look 
into more considerations than the right 
hon. Gentleman had put forward. It 
was not enough to look at the number 
of applications ; regard must be had to 
their character and the portion of the 


The 


country from which they came. 


object of the Act was to settle the Irish 


land question, and that end would not 
be secured until the evicted tenants 
had been reinstated and the problem 
Practically noth 
ing had been done in those directions 
and therefore they were justified in 
Their 
claim for compulsion was rejected by the 
late Chief Secretary, not on the ground 


| of principle, but because he did not think 


it would be necessary. 
Question put. 


The 


Noes, 139. 


House divided:—Ayes, 104; 
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O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ KellyJames(Roscommon,N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Richards Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Adjournment 
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| Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
| Heath,SirJames(Staffords. NW) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 

| Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard,John( Kent,Faversham 
| Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
| Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
| Kerr, John 

| Keswick, William 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long.Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
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Adjourned at thirteen minutes atter Twelve o'clock. 
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Questions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
Wednesday, 22nd March, 1905. | 


Ti7 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP C). 

Mr. SrEVENSON reported from the 
Committee on Group C of Private Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned until Friday, 
at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill. Reported, with 
Report to lie upon the 


London Gas 
Amendments ; 
Table. 


a by the Member. 


Visto’ 


(ras Light and Coke, South Metropoli- 
‘an, and Commercial Gas Companies Bill. 
Reported [Preamble not proved]; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


ch wmdicates re 


Sale of Bread (London) Bill. Reported 
(Preamble not proved]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


PETITIONS, 
HOUSE LETTING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against; from Falkirk; and 
v (lasgow ; to lie upon the Table. 


ment of a Spec 


OMNI CE 


at tf 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
© Petition from Glasgow, against; to 
g lie upon the Table. 


§ LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
‘ OF WOMEN) BILL. 

£ Petition from Aylesbury, in favour; 
‘to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
NORTH SEA INCIDENT. 

Copy presented, of Reports thereon by 
the {Commissioners appointed by the 
roard of Trade, with covering Memo- 
randum by Sir Francis Hopwood, 


K.C.B., C.M.G., Permanent Secretary to 
the Board of Trade [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXLIII. 
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ARMY CLOTHING FACTORY. 
Annual Account presented, of the 
Royal Army Clothing Factory for the 
year 1905-4, with Report of the 


Comptroller and Auditor-General there- 
on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 91.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY, ETC. (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Eleventh Annual 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland by 
the Commissioners and Trustees of the 
Board of Manufactures in Scotland, being 
for the year ending 30th September, 1904, 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Irish Land Commission (Account). 
Copy of Report ot the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General upon the Account of the 
Irish Land Commission for the year 
ended 3ist March, 1904 [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 92.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Reports on Erosion of Sea Cliffs around 
British Coast. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
reports are periodically made to the 
Admiralty by the coastguards as to the 
erosion of the sea cliffs around the 
British coast, and as to the removal of 
shingle and other material from the 
beaches; and whether any, and if any 
what, action is taken upon such reports. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
coastguard officers report to the Associa- 
tion for the Advancement of Science 
observations of coast changes; and to 
the Board of Trade the removal of shingle 
and other material from the beaches ; 
but no periodical reports are made as to 
erosion of sea cliffs around the British 
coast. 


Head Post Offices in Derbyshire. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : To ask the Postmaster-General 
if be can give the names and populations 
of the towns in the county of Derby 
which are classed as head post offices, 
excluding the county borough of Derby ; 

2D 
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and state how many of these towns 
exceed in population the borough of 
Ilkeston, which is classed as a railway 
sub-office. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Some 
towns with head offices in Derbyshire 
and many elsewhere have a smaller 
population than Ilkeston; but this is 
not a reason for giving Ilkeston a head 
office, since the population of a town is 
not the principal] consideration in deter- 
mining whether a head post office should 
be placed there. Ido not think, there- 
fore, that any useful purpose would be 
served by giving the detailed information 
for which the hon. Member asks. 


Motor Speed Limit in London Parks. 


Str CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): To ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether the regula- 
tions providing fora speed limit of ten 
miles per hour for motor-cars proceeding 
through the London parks have been 
ratified by Parliament; and, if so, 
whether he’will issue instructions (the 
limit of speed outside the parks being 
twenty miles per hour) to warn drivers 
by means ofa large placard or danger 
signal to slow down to the regulation 
speed on entering the parks. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
Answer to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative; the rules under which the 
regulation limiting the speed of cars to 
ten miles per hour is made having been 
duly laid upon the Table of both Houses 
of Parliament. A notice has been posted 
at the entrances to the parks warning 
motorists of the limit of speed. 


Terms of Purchase on the Wolseley 
Estate, Cloneygowan (King’s County). 
Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 

County. Tullamore): To ask Mr, At- 
torney-General for Ireland whether he is 
aware that the tenants on the Wolseley 
Estate, Cloneygowan, King’s County, 


offered to purchase their holdings at nine- | 
teen years purchase for first-term and 
non-judicial rents, and twenty-one and 
ashalf years purchase for second-term 
rents ; that this offer was accepted at the 
sale of the estate in the Land Judge’s 
Court on the 27th of October last; and | 
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that when about to sign the final agree- 
ments some of the tenants were called 
upon to agree to terms in excess of the 
Land Judge’s Court’s decision by from 
one year’s to two years purchase; and, 
if so, whether he will take steps to secure 
that the decision of the Court shall be 
binding on the vendors. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The Land 
Judge, when approving of the sale to the 
tenants, directed that certain sums should 
be paid by them in respect of arrears of 
rent, and indicated that application 
shculd be made to the Land Commission 
to increase the advances accordingly. 
The Land Commission are prepared to 
increase the advances to the required 
extent if the tenants make the necessary 
application. 


Manufacture of Rifles and Bayonets— 
Discharges at Government Factories. 


CoLOoNEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): To ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office what sum of the £325,000 
devcted to rifles and bayonets in the 
Estimates it is proposed to expend at the 
Enfield Factory ; and why is the Esti- 
mate for rifles and bayonets £6,000 in 
excess of the amount spent last year, 
when so many men have received notice 
of discharge at Enfield and Sparkbrook. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
The amount available for rifles and 
bayonets next year is £443,000, as com- 
pared with £606,000 for the current year. 
In both years additions to the amounts 
shown in Estimates have to be made for 
orders from India, the Navy, and the 
Colonies. It is not possible to state at 
present what orders will be allocated to 


Enfield. 


The Land Tax. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will state on what 
basis was the land tax fixed on agri- 
cultural land in 1798, and what amount 
it was calculated to bring in per acre to 
the revenue then; how much land tax 
has been redeemed since that time, in 
what sum has the National Debt or other 
Government stock been reduced thereby, 
and what does this redemption money 
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represent as paid per acre for the agri- 
cultural land redeemed; what amount 
does the land tax bring in now; and 
what does this represent per acre of 
unredeemed agricultural land. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Fo the year 1798 the sum of £2,037,627 
was directed to be raised by a land tax 
to be charged upon (1) Personal estate ; 
(2) Salaries of public officers, ete.. and 
(3) Houses, lands, and all other heredita- 
ments. The total amount obtained from 
houses, lands, and other hereditaments 
for that year was £1,905,077. The 
amount of land tax payable by each 
parish or place for the year 1798 in 
respect of houses, Jands, and other here- 
ditaments therein, became fixed by the 
Act of that year as the amount to 
be paid by such parish or place 
annually in perpetuity in respect of the 
houses. lands, and other hereditaments 
therein (which were directed to be 
assessed by a pound rate), subject, how- 
ever, to redemption. The total amount 
redeemed up tothe 3lst March, 1904, was 
£934,523: and resulting from such re- 
demption the National Debt ‘has been 
reduced by about £55,000,000. The 
amount unredeemed is £970,554; but, 
under the provisions of the Finance 
Acts of 1896 and 1898, about £230,000 
thereof is remitted annually, so that the 
amount brought in by this tax is now 
about £740,000. It is not possible to 
give any details of the amounts charged 
or redeemed in respect of agricultural 
land alone, as the tax is not confined to 
agricultural land, but is charged upon all 
hereditaments, and contributed by each 
parish as a whole. 


Extra Cost Involved by Meeting of 
Congested Districts Board in London. 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 

To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 

Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that a 

meeting of the Congested Districts Board, 

wnder the chairmanship of Sir Antony 

MacDonnell and including the Roman 

Catholic Bishop of Raphoe and the Rev. 

Denis 0’ Hara and five other gentlemen, 

was held at the Irish Office, London, on 

the 15th instant; whether, seeing that 
every one of the gentlemen present is 
ordinarily resident in Ireland, he will say 
for what reason or to suit whose con- 
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venience was this meeting held in 
London ; and what is the extra cost 


involved thereby. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It has 
been the Board’s practice for many years 
to hold in London the meeting at which 
their annual estimates are discussed and 
prepared, the object being that the Chief 
Secretary may be able to preside without 
interruption to his Parliameiatary duties. 
I was unavoidably prevented from 
attending the recent meeting. The 
extra cost involved was about £59. 


Supply of Seed Oats for the Belmullet 
Union. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Belmullet District 
Council have repeatedly impressed on 
the Local Government Board the 
necessity of supplying seed oats in that 
union; and whether, in view of the 
almost total failure of the crop in 
Belmullet Union last year, he will urge 
the Local Government Board to recon- 
sider their decision with a view to 
granting the request of the Belmullet 
Council, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Two 
resolutions of the Belmullet guardians to 
the effect mentioned have been received 
by the Local Government Board. The 
Board are satisfied that no necessity 
exists for including seed oats in the seed 
supply operations of this year. 


Seed Potatoes for Belmullet Union— 
Repayment of Cost. 

Mr. O?KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will take into 
consideration the resolution recently 
passed by the Belmullet District Couneil 
asking that the repayment of the cost of 
seed potatoes issued this year may be 
collected in four instalments instead of 
two as formerly. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
two instalments of the seed supply loan in 
this case will not be collected until after 
Ist April, 1906, and Ist April, 1907 
respectively. Inasmuch as the rates to 
be struck in each year are collectable in 
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two moieties, the repayment for the seed 
will practically be made in four instal- 
ments. 


Supervisors at Belmullet and Binghams- 
town—Case of Messrs. Munnelly and 
Gaughan. 

Mr. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the grounds 
on which Mr. Michael Munnelly and 
Michael Gaughan were relieved of their 
positions as local supervisors of the 
parish committee works under the 
Congested Districts Board in the parishes 
of Belmullet and Binghamstown, county 
Mayo; and why their work was trans- 
ferred to an cfficial already in the 
Board’s service. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
persons named were not relieved of their 
positions as supervisors. The Board 
objected to their appointment as such in 
the first instance, in the case of Mr. 
Munnelly because he was a district 
councillor and therefore ineligible, and in 
the case of Mr. Gaughan because an 
officer of the Board was available for the 
work. Mr. Munnelly has since resigned 
his district councillorship, and both he 
and Mr. Gaughan have been appointed 
supervisors, 


Gun Licences in Ireland—Case of Mr. 

ichael Munnelly. 

Mr. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state anv 
reason why Mr. Michael Munnelly, rural 
district councillor, of Carramore, Bangor, 
Erris (Belmullet Union), has been refused 
a licence to carry a gun. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
question of the issue of an arms licence 
is one for the consideration of the 
resident magistrate, who is the licensing 
officer of the district. It would be 
contrary to the invariable practice to 
state the reasons which actuated the 
licensing officer in declining, in the 
exercise of his discretion, to grant a 
l.cence in any particular case. 


Winchelsea and Rye Military Road— 
Suggested Transfer to Local Authorities. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
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can see his way to putting the military 
road between Winchelsea and Rye in 
proper repair and handing it over to 
the local authority so as to get rid of the 
tollgate, which is a hindrance to trade 
and communication between the two 
towns. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The whole question is at 
present under consideration. 


Income-Tax Systems in British Colonies 
and Foreign Countries. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Return relating to systems of graduated 
and differentiated income-tax in British 
Colonies, ordered on 11th August, 1904, 
will be presented before the Budget 
discussions begin; and whether this 
Return can be published simultaneously 
with the similar information relating to 
foreign countries which the Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs undertook, 
on 10th August, 1904, that the Foreign 
Office would endeavour to obtain. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Replies to the circular despatch asking 
for these Returns have been received 


‘from some of the Colonies, but several of 


the more important, including Canada, 
New Zealand, and some of the Australian 
States, have not yet answered. [| am 
consequently unable to say when these 
Returns will be ready, but I am tele- 
graphing to ask that they may be sent 
to me as soon as possible. I fear that 
there is no probability of their reaching 
me in time to be published with the 
Foreign Office Returns. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Cost of the British Infantryman. 

Carrain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary ot State for 
War if he can state the cost of the 
infantry soldier quartered in England in 
the items of pay, clothing, rifles, accoutre- 
ments, ammunition, and rifle ranges; 
and also the total additional cost per 
man of barracks, rations, barrack services, 
churches, schools, workshops, medical 
attendance, married quarters, and all 
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establishments necessitated by our | 


present system. 


*Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro) 
tHe WAR OFFICE’ (Mr. BromLey 
DaveNPORT, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : 
Perhaps I may be allowed to answer the | 
Questions addressed to the War Depart- 
ment to-day. The pay, clothing, arms, | 
and accoutrements for an infantry soldier | 
at home represent a money value of} 
£40 3s. The other items referred to in 
the Question amount to about £28. No 
separate figures are available for infantry 
as regards this part of the Question. 
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South Africa, and to his further state- 


/ment that to the inquiries which were 


addressed to the War Office on April 26th, 
1904, he had, up to the present, received 
no reply; why there was this delay in 


replying; and whether he will communi- 


cate to the House what were the terms 
of these contracts. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
(reneral is open to convey an impression 
which I am sure is not intended. It is 
true that a final reply is only now being 
sent, but intimations that the question 


| Was receiving consideration were sent to 


1st Scottish Horse—Overpayments to 
cers and Men. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has 
been called to certain statements 
made by the Comptroller - General in 
regard to the Ist Regiment of Scottish 
Horse, according to which it would | 
appear that overpayments have been 
made to the officers and men of the 
regiment; and whether it is intended | 
to take any steps to recover these | 
amounts, 


| him. 
|mainly due to the necessity of corres- 


I regret the long delay, which was 


pondence with South Africa, and with 
the representatives of the Colonies con- 
cerned. 


'Royal Yeomanry Expenditure in South 


frica. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he has observed the statement in the 
feport of the Comptroller - General, 
recently laid upon the Table of the 


| House, in regard to the Royal Yeomanry 


embodied during the late South African 


*Me. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Every | 

effort was made to effect any possible | 
recoveries before the loss was written 
off. The officer acting as Corps Pay- 
master, who was responsible for the 
loss, was deprived of his war gratuity, 
but, in view of his inexper ence, it was | 
held that no further penalty should be 
inflicted. 


Mr LABOUCHERE: Does the hon. | 
Gentleman not know that a very large 
sum was lost, and does he think that | 
a sufficient penalty ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Not | 
so very large, Sir. I think about £180. 


South African War—Jam Contract 
Scandal. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the 
Statement of the Comptroller - General 
that he requested the War Office to tell 
him what were the terms of certain con- 
tracts in regard to jam for the troops in | 

{ 





War, that out of the total sum granted, 
£1,265,000, it appears that for more than 


| one-third (£460,000) no details or vouchers 
| were produced ; and, if so, will he explain 
| why this money was paid by the War 


Office without vouchers or details, and 
whether this is the usual practice of that 


| office in regard to such payments. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Will 


the hon. Member kindly refer to 


|the reply which my right hon. friend 
|gave yesterday? to a Question put on 
| this subject by the hon. Member for 
| North Camberwell. 


| Cost of South African Irregular Forces— 


Deficiency of Vouchers. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 


‘the Secretary of State for War whether 


he has noticed the statements of the 
Comptroller - General in his Report, 
recently laid upon the Table of the 
House, that the deficiency on the final 
pay list of the Rhodesian Regiment 
was £7,096 19s. 6d., and will he say 
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whether this regiment formed part of 
the forces raised by the British South 
Africa Company; that the deficiency on 
the accounts of a Cape Colony Volunteer 
corps employed during the war was 
£1,475 12s.,and the deficiency on the 
accounts of the Sovth Africa Mounted 
Irregular Corps depots £3,050 6s. 9d. ; 
and, if so, whether he can explain how 
these sums came to be paid by the War 
Office, and if any steps have been, or 
are being, taken for their repayment; 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement that the expenditure by 
the British South Africa Company in 
respect of stores and for the equipment 
of the Rhodesian Field Force imperfectly 
vouched was £36,575; and, if so, will 
he say what was the amount imperfectly 
vouched; why it was paid without 
vouchers; what is the total amount 
paid to the South Africa Company in 
regard to war expenditure; and how 
much of this was not vouched for, or 
full details submitted to the War Office. 


Questions. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
three corps first mentioned in the Question 
were raised or called out for Imperial 
purposes and were paid from Army funds. 
Any deficiencies in their accounts which 
were attributed to war exigencies were 
therefore borne by Army funds. Every 
effort has been made to recover the 
monies due, which were, generally 
speaking, overpayments to men. The 
Rhodesian Regiment did not form part 
of the forces raised bv the British South 
Africa Company. The greater part of 
the deficiency in this case arose through 
the loss of the pay lists of one of the 
squadrons covering a period of six 
months. In the case of Marshall’s Horse, 
the Cape Volunteer corps mentioned, the 
officer acting as paymaster was dismissed 
the service for neglect of duty. As 
regards the last part of the Question 
affecting the British South Africa Com- 
pany, all payments to the company were 
duly vouched. The documents missing 
were such as were required to trace the 
disposal of the stores after they were 
received. The total expenditure was 


£1,681,818. Store vouchers were lacking 
to account for the subsequent disposal 
of stores to the value of £76,444. 
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Enfield and Sparkbrook Factories— 
Discharge of Men. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will consider the practicab lity of allotting 
the orders for small arms in such a way 
as will enable the workmen employed at 
Sparkbrook and Enfield Government 
factories to work three-quarter time, 
thus preventing the necessity of dis- 
charging so many men, and keeping the 
machinery of the nation in use. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: After 
the discharge of the 500 men now under 
notice, it has been arranged to work 
three-quarter time until it can be ascer- 
tained whether any further orders can be 
given to the small arms factories, but 
short time can only be justified as a tem- 
porary measure when there is a prospect 
of being able to resume full work in a 
reasonable time. 


Illustrated Dress Regulations. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what has been the expense of the 
printing and publishing o! a large illus- 
trated volume of dress regulations issued 
by the War Office ; how many copies of 
this work have been printed; to whom 
are the copies to be presented; are they 
for sale or distributed gratuitously ; who 
is the author of this work; at whose 
discretion was it compiled ; and under 
what War Office Estimate will it be 
included. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
cost of the book was £642. Seven thou- 
sand copies were printed. Copies have 
been distributed gratuitously to the 
various units and offices of the Army. 
Officers and others desiring copies obtain 
them by purchase. The book was com- 
piled under the direction and in the office 
of the Quartermaster-General. The cost 
is borne by Stationery Office Votes. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Can we 
have copies of this precious literature in 
the tea and smoking rooms ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
will put a copy in the tea-room if the hon. 
Member likes 4 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, please. 
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Grants to Rifle Clubs. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
when it is proposed to make a grant 
to rifle clubs as foreshadowed in his 
speech last session ; and what will be 
the amount of such grant. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It 
is not possible to give any grant to 
rifle clubs at present, nor am I in a 
position to state when it is probable 
that financial considerations will admit 
of such a grant being made. 


Major SEELY: May I point out 
that a grant was definitely promised, 
and many rifle clubs find it very diffi- 
cult to make both ends meet. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Ido 
not quite admit that the promise was 
definite. 


Militia Officers. 


Major SEELY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the difficulty in obtaining 
officers for the Militia owing to the 
state of uncertainty as to the future 
of that force, he can state when it is 
proposed to make a definite announce- 
ment on the subject. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: With 
regard to the organisation of the Militia 
I have nothing at present to add to the 
proposals already set forth in the Memo- 
randum on the Estimates for 1905-06. 
Iam not, however, aware that there is 
any increased deficiency in the numbers 
of Militia officers due to the reason 
alleged in the Question. 


Transvaal War Contribution Agreement. 

*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether it was a condition of 
the agreement with the guarantors of the 
£30,000,000 Transvaal Loan that any 
premium resulting from the issve of the 
ban should be paid over to the Transvaal 
Government. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): The undertaking 
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of the guarantors extends only to the 
first instalment of £10,000,000. With 
this exception the Answer is yes. 


*Mr. McCRAE: Was it not a condi- 
tion that any premium on the whole 
£30,000,000 should go to the Transvaal 
Government ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I 
notice of that. 


must ask for 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider that Answer quite 
consistent with his speech the other 
night ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: It, ts a correction, 


but not a very important one. 


Indian Mineral Wealth. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been called to the recently published 
review, by the Director of the Geological 
Survey of India, of the last six vears 
progress in the development of Indian 
mineral wealth; whether he is aware 
that the annual production of minerals 
during this period is valued at less than 
£5,000,000; and whether the Govern- 
ment of India propose taking practical 
steps in the immediate future to secure 
the further development of Indian in- 
dustries. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have seen the Report. The 
Report brings out the fact that, though 
the average value for the six years is 
under £5,000,000, there has been a steady 
progress in production, representing a 
increase of 44 per cent. in the period. 
There is reason to hope that this progress 
will continue. The development of 
mineral and other industries in India 
will have the attention of the newly 
created Department of Commerce and 
Industry. 


The Budget. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chaneellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can now state on what day 
the Budget will be introduced. 
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CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I propose to intro- 


duce the Budget during the week 
beginning with Monday, April 10th, 


and probably on that day. 


Scottish Universities. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the recent increase of grants to 
University colleges in England and 
Wales, it is proposed to augment the 
provision made for the Scottish Uni- 
versities. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Perhaps I may be allowed to answer 
this. Only one Scottish University 
college, that at Dundee, has hitherto 
participated in this grant, and in agreeing 
to increase the grant in response to repre- 
sentations made to me by the University 
Colleges I said I would invoke the ser- 
vices of a Committee to advise me with 
regard to its distribution. Accordingly 
the Treasury appointed a Committee, 
consisting of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Haddingtonshire, Sir 
F. Mowatt, Mr. Cripps, M.P., and Dr. 
Woods, who in advising as to the 
allocation of the increased grant said— 
‘We agree with all previous Committees 
in regarding the inclusion of University 
College, Dundee, as anomalous, as the 
college is now part of a Scottish Uni- 
versity which is provided for under a 
separate statutory grant.” It is not 
proposed, therefore, to give this college 
any share of the additional grant. Up 
to the present time, notwithstanding 
the Reports of various Committees, 
it has received its own grant of 
£1,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): The present grant to Dundee 
College will be maintained. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
I cannot commit myself to that in view 
of the opinion of a Committee that the 
grant is anomalous. The matter is being 
considered. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS pointed 
out that his Question was whether, in view 
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of the increased grants to the University 
colleges in England and Wales, the 
provision made for the Scottish Univer- 
sities would be increased, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
replied in the negative, and said he 
regarded the increase to English Uni- 
versity colleges as the first equivalent 
grant to England for grants which had 
long been enjoyed by Scotland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
And is there to be any augmentation 
of any sort or kind of the grant for 
higher education in Ireland ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: My 
answer to that is that this is an equiva- 
lent grant for England alone. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Equivalent 


for what 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This Question does 
not relate to Ireland, and of any further 
inquiry in that direction notice must be 
given in the ordinary way, 


Mr. LOUGH: Is there any precedent 
for promising a grant of this kind -with- 
out first obtaining the approval of 
Parliament ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir, an exact precedent. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
Is any subvention made out of local 
rates in aid of these colleges ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
certain cases contributions from the rates 
are made by the local authorities to the 
Universities of which the colleges form 
part, but I must ask for notice of the 
Question whether there is any direct sub- 
sidy from the rates. 


Income-Tax Assessments. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he can say what proportion of the total 
number of persons assessed to income- 
tax had paid their tax before the Ist 
of March in 1904 and in 1905. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
am advised that the figures in question 
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eould not be obtained without immense 
labour extending over a long period and 
at considerable expense (as the collectors 
would have to be paid extra for making 
out the Return). I may remind the 
hon. Member that a Return has already 
been ordered on the Motion of the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh, which will 
give the percentage of the charges 
collected before the Ist of March in 1904 
and 1905, and this, I hope, will be suffi- 
clent. 


Mr. WHITLEY 


for that Return 2 


: When may we hope 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
asks tor the figures up to March Ist in the 
present vear, and [ hope it will not be 
very much longer before it is presented 
to the House, but I cannot fix a day. 


Pay of Postal Servants. 


Me. NANNETTI (Dublin. College 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 


(reneral if he will issue his proposed 
scheme of improved scales of pay for the 
postal service at least two weeks before 
the discussion on the Post Office Esti- 
mates is taken, that time may be given 
for the consideration by the staff of his 
proposals, 


Tut POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Sraytey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
I hope to announce the new scales of pay 
in the course of a few days, probably on 
Monday or Tuesday. As the next two 
weeks are already allocated, it is clear 
the matter cannot be debated for some 
time. 


Conventual Laundries. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will give the names 
and localities of all conventual laundries 
in the United Kingdom, the number, 
names, and localities of those under 
(rovernment inspection, together with 
the number of times they have been 
inspected for the past five years. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKErs- 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): All I 
can do is to lay on the Table of the 
House the list referred to in the Answer 
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given to the hon. Member on Thursday 
last, } with anexplanatory note. This I 
shall be happy to do. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, in view of the 
fact that magistrates throughout the 
country place different constructions 
on the term ‘conscientious objection,” 
as defined in the Vaccination Act, 1898, 
cases having recently occurred in which 
a@ man who has been granted a certifi- 
cate of exemption for one child has 
been refused a certificate for another, 
although he has, in each instance, raised 
precisely the same conscientious objec- 
tion to vaccination, will he state when 
he proposes to lay upon the Table of 
the House the Circular issued by the 
Home Office calling attention to the re- 
marks made by the Lord Chief Justice 
relative to the principle on which the 
Act ought to be administered; and will 
he consider the expediency of so amend- 
ing the Act as to remove the difficulty 
experienced by magistrates. 


*\iIn. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Ifthe hon. 
Member will move for this Circular in 
the form of a Return I shall be happy to 
grant it. The question of legislation on 
the subject of vaccination is one for the 
President of the Local Government 
Board. 


Metropolitan Police Clothing Contract. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: TI beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he can state for how 
many years the contract for the supply 
of clothing to the sergeants and con- 
stables of the Metropolitan Police Force 
has been held by the present contractors ; 
the prices paid for tunics, great coats, 
serge jackets, and trousers; and since 
what time tenders for these articles have 
not been invited from other firms. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : The present 
clothing contract was made in September, 
1890, It is a “running” contract, and 
contains provision for reviewing from 
time to time the prices of the articles 
supplied. [ do not think it would be 
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in the public interest that I should state 
those prices. No other firms have been 
invited to tender since 1890, 


Questions. 


Electrification of Railways. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade, in view 
of the fact that the North Eastern 
Railway Company adopted the system 
of electric traction last March on 
their own responsibility and without 
obtaining specific statutory powers, 
involving preliminary inspection on 
behalf of the Board of Trade, and 
that, althougli only thirty-three miles 
of the line is at the present time thus 
worked, as many as_ twenty-eight 
accidents have occurred through contact 
with the electrically charged rail, five 
fatal, will he take steps to warn other 
railway companies that they should 
obtain specific statutory powers before 
adopting this system of traction. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, 
Blackfriars): No, Sir. As I explained 
to the hon. Member in my reply of March 
14th, ¢ the Board of Trade are not able to 
take the steps suggested. With regard 
to the figures given by the hon. Member, I 
should perhaps explain that, while 
twenty-eight accidents have occurred 
from the use of electrical power on the 
railway in question, seven of these were 
not due to actual contact with the live 
rail, 


Mr. WEIR: Then I take it that any 
railway company is entitled to adopt a 
system of electric traction on its own 
responsibility, without first obtaining 
Statutory powers. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The hon. Member 
is, I think, under a misconception. We 
have considered the question from a 
legal point of view, but I am not pre 
pared to say that they have not such 
powers. 


Boy Apprentices in the Mercantile 
Navy. 
Sir ROBERT ROPNER (Stockton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade if he will state the number of 
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boys who have been, up to now, appren- 
ticed to the sea in the mercantile navy, 
under the scheme initiated by the right 
hon. Member for Croydon when Presj- 
dent of the Board of Trade.- 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The number of 
boy sailors enrolled up to the 18th instant 
under the scheme referred to by my hon. 
friend was 4,573. 


Foreigners in the British Mercantile 
Marine. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if he can state whether he has any official 
information showing that the increase in 
the number of foreigners in the British 
mercantile marine is due, in a large 
measure, to shipowners drawing up the 
articles of agreement between themselves 
and their crews in such a way as to pro- 
vide that the final port of discharge sha'] 
be a port on the Continent; and that 
the reason for this practice is that the 
wages payable at Continental ports are 
lower than those paid at British ports; 
and, if so, whether he will take steps to 
put some check on the discharge of sea- 
men on British ships at ports on the 
Continent. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The increase in 
the number of foreigners employed in our 
mercantile marine is due toa variety of 
causes, and I have no official information 
showing that the cause indicated by the 
hon. Member is the chief one. The 
Board of Trade have no power to prevent 
or check the practice of discharging crews 
at foreign ports. 


Mr. CROOKS: May I ask whether the 
accommodation, or cubic space, for 
foreign seamen differs from that provided 
for British sailors ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I must ask for 
notice of that Question. 


Nelson’s Widows Pension Scheme. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General whether he | 
aware that the Official Receiver, in his 
report on the Nelson’s Widows Pension 
Scheme, has stated that, in his opinion, 
fraud has been committed in the com- 
pany’s business’; and whether he has 
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taken, or intends to take, steps to put | Training of Boys from the Scottish Con- 


the Public Prosecutor in motion with 
reference to this case. 


Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 
This case is still under investigation by 
the Official Receiver and the Court, and 
I am not at present ina position to 
express an opinion upon it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will you 
give @ guarantee that the rule in 
Whitiker Wright’s case will not be 
adopted here ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


St. James’s Park. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, when 
he proposes to repair the asphalted road- 
way of the bridge in St. James’s Park 
and the paths leading thereto, to which 
his attention was drawn last summer. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Some repairs were done last 
autumn; but nothing short of complete 
renewal will be satisfactory, at a cost of 
ome hundreds of pounds. It has not 
been found possible to make provision 
for the whole cost this year; but it is 
hoped that some portion may be under- 
taken in the autumn, the rest Leing 
deferred until 1906-7. 


Statue of Queen we for Westminster 
all. 


Sir BENJAMIN STONE (Birming- 
ham, E.): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, if it is contem- 
plated placing a statue of Her late 
Majesty Queen Victoria in Westminster 


Hall. 


Lorp BALCARRES: This matter has 
been under consideration. There are 
difficulties in regard to it which can be 
more conveniently stated verbally than in 
an Answer in the House; and the First 
Commissioner would be happy to explain 
the circumstances personally to my hon. 
friend. 


gested Districts at the Liscard Institute. 

Liverpool. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, whether the invitation of the 
Congested Districts Board for Scotland 
to provide for the maintenance of cwenty 
boys from the congested districts to he 
trained in seamanship at Liscard Insti- 
tution, Liverpool, has been responded to ; 
and, if so, will he state from what parishe : 
applications have been received, and the 
number from each parish. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Up to the 
present no applications have been re- 
ceived. The Lews Local Committee, how- 
ever, represent that sufficient time has not 
vet been given for due consideration 
of this scheme. 


Training of Girls from the Scottish Con- 
gested Districts as Domestic Servants. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 

Advocate if he will state the conditions 
under which the Congested Districts 


| Board for Scotland undertake to place 
‘girls from congested districts in the 


institution under the control of the 
Aberdeen Educational Trust for training 
in domestic service, and the number so 


placed. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: In answer to 
the first part of the hon. Member’s Ques- 
tion I may refer him to a letter from the 
Under - Secretary for Scotland to Major 
Matheson, chairman of the Lews (Balfour) 
Committee, a copy of which has been sent 
him. Twenty-one applications, includ'ng 
twelve from the Lews, have been received, 
but the Congested Districts Board do not 
get possession of the Home till Whit- 
Sunday. 


Belfast Valuation Appeals. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for North Kilkenny, 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland is he aware that in the 
revision lists sent to the City Council 
of Belfast on March Ist by the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation for the present year 
there do not appear on the lists showing 
his decisions those cases of appeals in 
which he made no alteration; and, a 
those apellants have the right of further 








799 Questions. 


{COMMONS! 


Question:. 800 


appeal to quarter sessions, will he see|land can he state when the terms of 
that these cases are added to the lists | settled wages already granted to the 
before the 28th inst., the last day for | 


appealing further. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
TRELAND (Mr. Arkrnsoy, Londonderry, 
N.): The Belfast Valuation Roll, which is 


amended by the revision lists issued on) 


March Ist, contains every rateable valua- 
tion in that city. 
question as to right of appeal, the Com- 
missioner will issue the supplemental 


But to prevent any | 


lists asked for before the end of the | 


week, 


Cahirciveen Technical School. 


theChief Secretary tothe Lord-Lieutenant 


staffs of the South Kensington and Edin- 


| burgh Museums will be granted to the 
| attendants of the Science and Art and 


National History Museums, the School of 
Art, and Royal College of Science in 
Dublin. 


Mr. WALTER L( ING: The matter is 
under cons‘deration, and will. it is ex- 
pected, be dealt with in the course of the 
present year. 


Roads (Kerry) Landing Stage. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): [beg to ask | 


of Ireland whether he is aware that the | 
committee of the Kerry County Council | 


have repeatedly during the past five vears 


recommended a grant of £80 to the | 
Technical School, Presentation Convent, 


Cahirciveen; and can he state for what 
reason the Department of Agriculture has 
refused to sanction this grant. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) : 
The Department declined to sanction a 
grant for the equipment of a hosiery 
industry in this institution 
they were of opinion that the capita- 
tion grant of £2 per head, payable 
under the county council scheme 
technical instruction, would 
adequate aid. 

Department of Agriculture—Catholic 

erks. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


of | 
afford | 


land can ‘he state whether the alterations 
of the landing facilities at Roads, county 
Kerry, have been satisfactorily carried 
out by the Congested Districts Board; 
and, if not, can he state when the works 
will be completed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Progress has 
been made with these works, but it is 
not expected that they will be complete: 


| until the summer. 


because | 


O'Donnell Estate, Erris, County Mayo. 
Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
O’Donnell property in Enrris, county 
Mayo, has been purchased by the Con- 
gested Districts Board; and, if so, how 
many vears purchase have been paid for 


|it; and, if the property has not yet been 
| purchased, will the Board, in any future 


to the Loid-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 


he can state what has been the loss in 
official income from all sources to the 
Catholic clerks lately transferred from 
the veternary branch to the 


fisheries | 


branch of the Department of Agriculture | 


and Technical Instruction for Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: One clerk only 
was transferred, and there was no _ loss 
of official income in his ease. 

Dublin Public Institutions—Wages of 

Attendants. 


Mr. BOLAND: TI beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 





negotiations they may have with the 
owner or with the solicitors to the mort- 
gagees, with a view to purchase, have 
regard to the price paid for the adjoining 
estate, the O’Reilly-Digby] Estate, now 
in the hands of the Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG :,No,$Sir, this 
property has not been purchasedsby the 
Board. 


Coyne Estate, Erris,County Mayo. 

Mr. O’KELLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state whether the 
Coyne Estate in Erris, county, Mayo, 
has been purcnased by the Congested 
Districts Board or by the Estates Com- 
missioners; and, if not, whether negotia- 
tions for its purchase are proceeding 
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between either of these two bodies and 
the owner. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The Answer 
to both of these inquiries is in the 
negative. 


Island of Inniskea. 


Mr. O'KELLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any negotiations are 
proceeding between the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board and Mr. E. C. Walsh for the 
purchase of the Island of Inniskea, the 
property of that gentleman; and, if so, 
whether the Board will consent to buy 
unless the mainland portion of the 
property is included in the sale. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
have purchased the Inishkea Islands, but 
not the mainland portion of the estate. 


Somers Estate, Ballycowan. 


Me. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
agent for the Somers Estate at Bally- 
cowan, near Tullamore, who is also agent 
for the adjacent Bury Estate, has refused 
the proposal of the Somers Estate tenants 
to sell direct to the Estates Commission- 
ers, and has threatened them, failing 
their compliance with his own proposals, 
to sell-a portion of the Somers Estate to 
another person for whom he is also 
agent; and, ifso, will he say what action 
he will take in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No originating 
application in respect of this estate 
has been received by the Estates Com- 
juissioners, who have no information as to 
the allegations contained in the Question. 
No action on my part is called for. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
aware that a planter named Owen, who, 
for the past sixteen years, has occupied 
two evicted farms on the Somers Estate 
at Ballycowan, near Tullamore, under 
special police protection alleged to be 
necessary and costing the King’s County 


is 


at least £3,000, has been allowed to, 


purchase these farms under the Land 
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Purchase Act of 1903, although the 
tenants on the estate made it a condition 
of negotiation for purchase that the 
evicted tenants of the farms held by 
Owen should be restored; and, if so, 
will he state what steps he proposes to 
take. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings 
for the sale of the King’s County portion 
of this estate have not yet been initiated 
before the Estates Commissioners. The 
cost of Mr. Owen’s protection, of the 
amount of which I have no information, 
has been defrayed from moneys voted 
by Parliament, and has entailed no 
charge on the ratepayers. 


Vaccination of Public Servants. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that candidates for the public service are 
not allowed to take up appointments 
unless they have been vaccinated; and, 
seeing that this regulation penalises 
candidates who have a conscientious 
objection to vaccination, will he so amend 
the regulations as to make it competent 
for such persons to secure their appoint- 
ments under a certificate of exemption 
granted under the Conscience Clause of 
The Vaccination Act, 1898. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): I think the 
hon. Gentleman must be under some 
misapprehension. I never heard that any 
objection felt by candidates to being 
vaccinated themselves would constitute 
conscientious objection. The conscientious 
objection is to the vaccination of their 
children. 


The Colonial Conference and Fiscal 
Reform. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of his declaration as to 
the impossibility of placing a permanent 
protective and preferential duty upon 
foodstuffs, he will communicate this 
determination to the various Colonial 
Premiers prior to convening the proposed 
Colonial Conference. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My desire is 


that the Conference should be a free con- 
ference and there should be no declara- 
tion on this subject on either side before 
the Conference is convened. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): May 
I ask the First Lord of the Treasury on 
what date it is intended to issue the 
invitations to the Colontal Conference in 
1906, and, as a supplementary Question, 
whether the taxation of imported raw 
material will be excluded from the refer- 
ence. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No date has 
been fixed for the issue of the invita- | 
tions. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: Can the hon. | 


Gentleman not answer the supplemen- 
tary Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Evidently, 
until the date has been fixed, it would | 
be quite premature to mention the terms 
of reference. 


Establishment of a British Consulate 
at Baku. 
Mr. 


Treasury whether, in view of the amount 
> 


of British capital invested in Baku and | 
the district of which it is the commercial | 


centre, the Government will, for the pro- 
tection and promotion of British interests, 
establish a British Consulate at that 
place. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
has been considered by the Government, 
but so far no satisfactory arrangement 
has been come to with Russia. 


Importation of Manufactured Goods-— 
Effect on Staple Industries. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 


I beg to ask the First Lord of 
if the attention of the | 


Central) : 
the Treasury 


Government has been called to the im- | 


portation for consumption last year of 


upwards of £110,000,000 worth of articles | 
waolly or mainly manufactured in foreign | 
and to the fact that one-half | 


countries, 
of these imports consisted of finished 
articles, giving no employment to British | 
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This matter | 
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artisans, and if, in devising schemes for 
the relief of the distress prevailing from 
want of employment, His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment will consider the influence of 
this foreign competition with the staple 
industries of the masses of the people. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am informed 
|that the figures of the importation of 
| manufactured and partly manufactured 
goods is somewhere over £100,000,000 a 
'year. So much for that part of my hon. 
| friend’ s Question. As to the Question 
| which deals with the whole problem of 
| protection or non-protection, I think my 
| hon. and gallant friend will agree with 
me that I can hardly deal with it in 
| answer to a Question across the floor of 
| the House. 


| 

| 

| Registration of Nurses. 

| Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): I 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| when it is his intention to re appoint the 
Select Committee to inquire into the 
question of Registration of Nurses. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
| that the Committee will be reappointed 
|in a few days. 


J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 


Government Factories. 

| Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in view of the fact that the Cabinet have 
now had for some time under their con- 
sideration certain of the most pressing 
difficulties connected with the manu- 
facture by Government Departments, and 
|in particular the relation which such 
manufactures have to the cost of living 
and the concentration of population in 
the metropolitan area, he will extend 
'the consideration and inquiry to like 
| difficulties which exist in regard to 
| Government workers in dockyard centres. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not deny 
| that possibly the subject to which the 
‘hon. Gentleman refers might be  sub- 
mitted toa Committee; but I think the 
| particular Committee to which he refers 
had better deal with the rather difficult 
and complicated problems already sub- 
mitted to them, and until they have done 
/that I should hardly like to give any 
| specific pledge as to their next labours. 
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Law Officers’ Remuneration. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is aware that for the last three years the 
salaries and fees of the Law Officers of 
the Crown, which amounted in that 
period to nearly £100,000, have been 
voted by the House without discussion ; 
and whether he will take any steps to 
secure that in the present year these 
salaries and fees will be subjected to 
Parliamentary criticism. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam informed 
that the hon. Member’s figures are not 
correct, and that the total should not be 
£100,000, but somewhere about £75,000, 
for the three years. I have no objection 
to this Vote coming up for discussion if 
the House so desires. Whether it would 
not exclude the discussion of more im 
portant Votes it is nct for me to deter- 
mine, but for the Opposition and those 
who usually advise me on the manner in 
which the Votes should be distributed. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman had no objection last 
year, but he deliberately guillotined that 
Vote. 


Me. A. Je. BALFOUR; When the hon, 
Member says I deliberately guillotined 
that Vote, I suppose he means that +t 
was, as a matter of fact, closured at the 
end of the allotted days. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I charge 


him with having prevented discussion. 


Ms. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, then, the 


charge is incorrect. 


_ Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: I adhere to 
It. 


Company Law. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury why has not 
the legislation, which he promised on the 
19th February, 1903, would be introduced 
as soon as possible, for an amendment in 
the law, providing adequate remedies 
for the frauds disclosed in the case of 
Whitaker Wright and the Globe Finance 
Company, been introduced; and what 
explanation, if any, has he to give with 
respect to his failure to perform his 
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promise to the House of Commons more 
than two years ago to take steps for the 
carrying into effect of this legislation to 
amend the law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is misinformed as to the facts. 
In accordance with the pledge to which 
he refers, a Bill was introduced last year. 
It was opposed by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. The Government are anxious 
to proceed with it this year, and my hon. 
and learned friend the Attorney-General 
has got the measure prepared and is 
quite ready to proceed with it. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make this a 
Government measure? The right hon. 
Gentleman gave a distinct pledge that he 
would make the law conform to a broad 
view of commercial morality. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not quite 
follow the hon. Gentleman. It was a 
Government Bill last year. It will be a 
Government Bill this year. What more 
does he want ? 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: [I want it 
passed, and not obstructed by the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I desire to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if an 
opportunity will be given to discuss the 
Army Clothing Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That does not 
rest with me. ‘It is a question whether 
under the Order recently passed the Votes 
can be rearranged. If they can, the 
Government have no objection to giving 
effect to the wishes of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 93.] 
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of the Proceedings of the 
Committee to be printed. 


Minutes 
Standing 
[No. 93.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Friday, 30th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 113.] 


SELECTION (STANDING 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the 
Committee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: 
—Mr. Attorney-General and Mr, Bonar 
Law; and had appointed in substitution, 
Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas and Mr. 
Solicitor-General. 


COMMITTEES). 


Report to lie upon the Table, 


NEW BILLS. 


ISLE OF THANET LICENSING BILL. 

“To transfer to the Cinque Ports 
Justices of the Thanet Division of Dover, 
in respect of the district in which they 
have jurisdiction, the powers in licensing 
matters now exercised in respect of that 
district by the Justices of Dover,” 
presented by Mr. Marks; supported by 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Sir Horatio Davies, 
Mr. Henniker Heaton, and Mr. Tuff; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, 
10th April, and to be printed. [Bill 114.] 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES (ST. 
PATRICK’S DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To enforce the closing of Licensed 
Premises on St. Patrick’s Day in ireland,” 
presented by Mr. O’Mara ; supported by 
Sir Thomas Esmonde, Mr. ig Mr. 


Boland, Mr. O'Shaughnessy, Mr. J. F. X 
O’Brien, and Mr. Flynn; to be read 


a second time upon Wednesday 


and to be printed. [Bill 115,] 


next, 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 


‘To amend the Law relating to the 
repair and maintenance of Public Roads 
in Ireland,” presented by Mr. O’Dowd ; 
supported by Mr. Clancy, Mr, Conor 
O'Kelly, Mr. Patrick Aloysius McHugh, 
and Mr. Cullinan; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 116.] 
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CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS — ESTIMATES 
(VOTE ON ACCOUNT). 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £21,540,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, on acc count, 
for or towards defraying the Charges for 
the following Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments for the vear ending on the 
3ist day of March, 1906, viz. :— 


1905-6 


CIVIL SERVICES, 
Cuass III, 


br 


Ireland :— 
Land Commission - 70,000 
Crass II, 
United Kingdom and 
England :— 
Colonial Office - - - 25,000 
Local Government Board - — 86,000 
Cuass I, 
Royal Palaces - - - 26,006 
Osborne - 7,000 
Royal Parks and a 
Gardens - - - - 43,000 
Houses of Parliament Build- 
ings : - . - 25,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Build- 
ings, Great Britain - 33,000 
Art and Science Buildings, 
Great Britain - . - 15,000 
Diplomatic and Consular 
Buildings - - - - 54,000 
Revenue Buildings - 200,000 
Public een, Great 
Britain - 180,000 
Surveys of the United King. 
dom - - . - 90,000 
Harbours under the Board of 
Trade - - - 8,000 
Peterhead Sashes - - 10,000 
Rates on Government Pro- 
perty 260,000 
Public W orks and | Buildings 
Ireland - 110,000 
Railways, a - : 35,000 
Crass II. 
United Kingdom and 
England :— 
House of Lords Offices. - 7,000 
House of Commons Offices 15, 000 
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Treasury and Subordinate De- 
partments - - 
Home Office - 
Foreign Office - - - 
Privy Council Office. ete. 
Board of Trade” - 
Mercantile Marine Services 
Bankruptey Department of 
the Board of Trade 
Board of Agriculture = 
Fisheries - = 2 
Charity Commission 
Civil Service Commission 
Exchequer and Audit wicaaed 
ment 
Friendly Societies Bisley 
Lunacy Commission —- - 
Mint (including Coinage) 
National Debt Office 
Public Record Office 
Public Works Loan Commis- 
sion - » = 
Registrar-Gene weal s Office 
Stationery and Printing 
Woods, Forests, etc., Office of 
Works and Public Buildings, 
Office of - - 
Secret Service - - - 
Scotland :— 
Secretarv for Scotland, Office 
of - - - - 
Fishery Bos sik - - - 
Lunacy Commission - 
Registrar-General’s Office 
Local Government Board : 


Ireland — 
Lord-Lieutenant’s Household 
Chief Secretary for Ireland - 
Department of Agriculture 

and Technical Instruction - 
Charitable Donations and 

Bequests Office- - 
Local Government Board — - 
Public Record Office 
Public Works Office - 
Registrar-General’s Office 
Valuation and Boundary Sur- 

vey 


Cuass III. 
United Kingdom and 
England :— 
Law Charges - - 5 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 
Supreme Court,of Judicature - 
VOL. CXLITIL, 
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a 


40,000 
66,000 
25,000 

3,000 
85,000 
30,000 


3 


55,000 
15,000 
17,000 


25,000 
3,000 
5,000 

5 

6,000 
10,000 
5 
17,000 
330,000 
8,000 


30.000 
40,000 


25,000 
5,000 
3,000 
2,000 
5,000 


2,000 
12,000 


80,000 


1,000 
27,000 
2,000 
17,000 
5,000 


6,000 


40,000 
28,000 
140,000 


[FourtH SERIEs.] 


| 


| | Prisons, 


Land Registry - - - 
| County Courts” - - 
| Police, England and W =a - 
England and _ the 
Colonies - - - - 


Pb ocarsll and Industrial 


Schools, Great Britain - 


| Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 


Asylum - - - - 
Scotland :— 


| Law Charges and Courts of 


Law - - 


_ Register House, Edinburgh - 


Crofters’ Commission, Scot- 
land - - - - 
Prisons, Scotland - - 


Ireland :— 


Law Charges and Criminal 
Prosecutions 

Supreme Court of Jediniiuie, 
and other Legal Depart- 
ments - - - - 

County Court Officers, ete., 

Dublin Metropolitan Police 


| Royal Irish Constabulary — - 


Prisons, Ireland - - - 


Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools - - - - 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum - : - ° 


Ciass IV. 
United Kingdom and 
England :-— 


| Board of Education 
| British Museum - - - 


| National Gallery - - - 


| Scientific 


| 
| 


| 


| National Portrait Gallery — - 


Wallace Collection - - 

Investigation, 
United Kingdom - - 

Universities and Colleges, 
Great Britain, and Inter- 
mediate Education, Wales 


Scotland :— 
Public Education - - 
National Gallery - - - 


Ireland :-- 


| Public Education - - 


Endowed Schools 

sloners - 
Na tional Gallery - - - 
| Queen’s Colleges - - - 


2E 
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£ 
18,000 
2,000 
13,000 
350,000 
130,000 


12,000 


30,000 
15,000 


2,000 
37,000 


43,000 
45,000 


600, 000 
54,000: 


55,000 


7,000,000, 


70,000 
10,000 
3,000 
3,000 


24,000 


60,000 


770,000 
5,000 


760,000 
400 


2,500 
2,500 
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Cuass V. 


£ 

Diplomatic and Consular Ser- 

vices - - - - 250,000 
Colonial Services - : - 595,000 
Telegraph Subsidies and Paci- 

fic Cable - - - - 35,000 
Cvprus (Grant in Aid) - - 15,000 

Crass VI. 

Superannuation and Retired 

Allowances - - - 300,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pen- 

sions, ete. - - - 1,500 
Miscellaneous Charitable and 

other Allowances - - 1,000 
Hospitals and Charities, Ire- 

land - - - - 17,000 
Savings Banks and Friendly 

Societies Deficiences - - = - 

Crass VII. 

Temporary Commissions - 20,000 
Miscellaneous Expenses - 14,587 
Repayments to the Local 
' Loans Fund” - - -_ = = 
Ireland Development Grant - 100,000 


Visit of Their Royal High- 
nesses the Prince and Prin- 
cess of Wales to India - - - 


Total for Civil Services £14,070,000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs - - - - 350,000 
Inland Revenue - - - 830,000 
Post Office - - - - 3,800,000 
Post Office Packet Service - 250,000 
Post Office Telegraphs - - 2,200,000 
Total for Revenue De- 

partments - -£7,430,000 
Grand Total - £21,500,000 


Resolution read a second time. 


MaJsor SEELY (Isle of Wight) rose to 
move the reduction of the Vote by £1,000, 
in order to call attention to a matter 
which would enable the Colonial Secretary 
to more fully explain the state of affairs 
in regard to the £30,000,000 Transvaal 
loan. As he understood it—although he 
had not seen the paragraph himself—the 
Colonial Secretary had communicated to 
the newspapers a correction of what he 
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‘had told the House in regard to what 


would take place in the event of the 
loan being issued at a premium. His 
statement was that the guarantors, who 
were in that case the large mining 
houses. would, so far as the first loan of 
£10,000,000 was concerned, reap the 
benefit of the added premium. But he 
(the speaker) understood that the correc- 
tion sent out by the right hon. Gentleman 
was that the advantage would be reaped 
not by the guarantors but by the Trans- 
vaal Treasury. Quite apart from that, 
he wished the Colonial Secretary to fully 
inform the House what the facts were. 
for it was only just to the mining houses 
of the Transvaal that it should be fully 
understood that they did not make the 
bargain in order to put money into their 
own pockets. He would, however, ask 
whether this arrangement applied to the 
£10,000.000 only, or to the whole of the 
£30,000,000. He was sure that on that 
point the House would be glad to get 


information. 


Again, he proposed to ask the 
Colonial Secretary’s attention to a 
statement made—inaccurately made, he 
thought—that this loan had nothing to 
do with the question of the working of 
the mines of the Transvaal, whether by 
Asiatic labour or by any other means. The 





right hon. Gentleman said in the course 


of discussion the other night that the 
latter question was not germane to the 
subject. [Mr. Lyrrenron dissented.] He 
would like to point out that in the course 
of the discussion reference was made on 
the Opposition side of the House—by way 
of interruption, he believed—to the 
question of Chinese labour, and the 
right hon. Gentleman said, with the 
approval of hon. Members on his own 
side of the House, that that question was 
not very germane to the discussion. He 
would like to point out, however. that it 
was very germane to the discussion, 
because at the time when the financial 
arrangements were being made it was 
pointed out by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham that 
the resources of the country. asthey were, 
did not enable it to provide more than 
£30,000,000, and what was more interest- 
ing was that last session the Colonial 
Secretary, when speaking on the matter 
of the amount of labour employed in the 
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mines, said that quite apart from any 
other aspect of the labour question, it 
would obviously be most unwise and 
imprudent for the House to rob the 
mincowners of the opportunity of fulfil- 
ling the obligations laid upon them. 
Perhaps. as the matter was one of con- 
siderable importance, he ought to read 
the words of the right hon. Gentleman 
when he was referring to the £35,000,000 
loan, and was pointing out that tie 
£30,000,000 loan was part of the whole 
transaction. The right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

“Can you as a matter of economic prudence 
and policy, having laid this great burden on the 
community, deny them, if they put proper 
restrictions and precautions upon it, the oppor- 
tunity of discharging the obligations you have 
laid upon them ?” 


He thought it was a fair inference to 
say that the House was induced to a 
great extent, having disposed in its mind 
of anv moral question in regard to 
Chinese labour, to sanction it because it 
would enable the Transvaal Government 
to fultil the obligations which it had under- 
taken. He thought it would probably be 
more in accordance with precedent if our 
Government were to suggest to the 
Transvaal Government that they could 
not have it both ways, that if they were 
to say to this House, “If you enable us 
to develop our mining industry it will 
make it more certain that we shall pay you 
this £30,000,000 war contribution—if you 
do as we wish,” the Government on its 
part should point out that there was a 
peculiar obligation on the Transvaal 
Government to go forward with the loan 
whenever they could, and that the ques- 
tion could not be dismissed in the phrase 
that the subject of labour was not ger- 
mane to the issue. As he held, it was 
most especially germane, because having 
given the mineowners certain oppor- 
tunities which were admittedly denied to 
any other section of the community en- 
gaged in mining or other industries in any 
part of the Beitish Empire, and having 
given them those opportunities in the be- 
lief that, as a consequence, this large 
sum of £30,000,000 would be forth- 
coming, we should now sav, “Ii vou 
cannot pay the £530,000,000, and we would 
be the last to urge you to do that which 
you cannot afford and which 
eripple your country, we do 


may 
say 
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that there must be an end to this pecu- 
liar arrangement, foreign to every 


British principle and utterly unknown to 
any other British colony.” If, in fact, 
they were to say that there must be an 
end in regard to the importation of thit 
particular kind of labour, that wou'd 
seem to be a reasonable position to take 
up. He believed that persons outside 
the House would consider it mo-t 
disastrous if the mining industrv, having 
given these promises, and having to a 
certain extent on the basis of these 
promises obtained special concessions, 
now refused to carry out their pledges. 
It was no part of his duty to find fault 


with the mining industry in South 
Africa. They had differed as to the 
wisdom of the course that had been 


pursued, but if the Colonial Secretary 
could give to the House some indication 
that he was prepafed to take further 
action in this matter he was sure the 
country woula be greatly relieved. The 
public, or rather many of them, felt that 
they had been deceived—that they had 
been befooled. Was it, then, not possible 
to take the step he had suggested. and to 
do something to make it plain to the 
people of this country that the Govern- 
ment would no longer be befooled by one 
section, however powerful, of the com- 
munity in South Africa. 


As to whether the loan should 
be pressed for or not, he would not 
venture to express any opinion, and 
if there were no question of special 
privileges concerned, he agreed _ it 
would be most unwise to press for the 
loan which in the heat of the moment 
was promised under the influence of the 
eloquence of a most remarkable man. 
But, under the peculiar circumstances 
of the grant of these extraordinary 
privileges, so very contrary to the wishes 
and aspirations of the people, he did 
hold that the gtarantors should be 
pressed for reasons why the loan should 
not be issued. It was stated that it 
could not possibly be issued until certain 
legislative action had been taken, and it 
had been further suggested that it would 
be impossible to pass proposals for it 
through the present Legislative Council 
or through the body to be set up under 
representative government. Again, it 
was suggested by many persons in the 

2E 2 
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Transvaal that those who gave the 
guarantee for the loan were not properly 
authorised to do so, and that under a 
system of full responsible government it 
was not probable that they would obtain 
a favourable vote on the matter. If 
that were the case it was just as well 
that it should be made known. He had 
stated that, in his humble judgment, 
under the peculiar circumstances of the 
case, they ought to press for the loan, 
and that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to do that; but, at any rate, 
whether they pressed for it or not, it 
would be as well to know what was 
likely to happen and what the Govern- 
ment were going to do, Members on the 
Opposition side of the House had 
vehemently protested again and again 
against the special privileges given to a 
particular class in the Transvaal, the 
class which had guaranteed the loan 
and which, to a great extent, dominated 
the Legislative Assembly. They had 
protested, and would continue to protest, 
but their protests up to the present 
having failed he thought they were 
entitled to know whether those who had 
been given such privileges would be 
urged to fulfil their obligations. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) rose to 
second the reduction of the Vote. He 
invited the Colonial Secretary to take 
the opportunity of further extending the 
statement which he made to the House 
on Monday night. In the letter which 
the right hon. Gentleman had written to 
The Times that morning he said that he 
omitted to state an important fact. But 
that was not the grievance which they 
had against the right hon. Gentleman. 
It was not only that he bad omitted to 
state an important fact, but that he 
had founded his argument on the con- 
trary view. He (the speaker) himself 
tried to interpose at the time, and to 
point out that the right hon. Gentleman 
was unintentionally, no doubt, mislead- 
ing the House. but he could not get a 
hearing, and he, therefore, wished now to 
urge that the House was entitled to an 
explanation and a retractation from the 
right hon. Gentleman. In regard to the 
premiums on the Transvaal Loan, if the 
right hon. Gentleman would turn to pages 
| and 2 of the Blue-book he would find 
that the stipulations which the 


Major Seely. 


{COMMONS} 
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guarantors made did not refer only 
to the first instalment of £10,000,000 
which they had guaranteed, but referred 
to the whole loan of £530,000,099, 
Evidently the position was that the 
guarantors, being interested in South 
Africa, found that if the £30,000,000 loan 
were issued at a premium, that premium 
would go to the Home Government, 
and the Home Government would get a 
certain amount in excess of the 
£30,000,000. They felt that that would 
not be right, and they, therefore, stipu- 
lated that whatever premiums were 
received should go, not to the Home 
Government, but into the Transvaal 
Treasury. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would read the Minute of Agreement, 
which evidently he had not yet done, he 
‘would find that that was the case. 
There were one or two other matters 
he wished to bring under the notice of 
the House. The late Colonial Secretary 
always prided himself upon being a 
business man. In making that arrange 
ment he made one loan contingent on 
the other, and although a sinking fund 
was provided for the £35,900,000 loan it 
was stipulated in the agreement that no 
sinking fund should be provided tor the 
£30,000,000 loan. Now. surely that was 
not a proceeding which a business man 
would approve, and the (Government 
itself found later on that it was an 
arrangement which it could not contirm, 
for the present Colonial Secretary wrote 
to the guarantors pointing cut that it 
was necessary that a sinking fund should 
be established, and asking them to agree 
to such a course. Those words might 
be found on page 149 of Cd. 1899, 


No. 85. The mineowners, very properly 
from their point of view, said that 
before they would consent to any 
further extension of the conditions 


of their guarantee they must know 
the time and terms on which the issue 
of the loan would be made. That was 
in January, 1904, and, so far as he 
could gather, no further negotiations 
had since taken place between the 
Colonial Secretary and the guarantors. 
Another interesting feature was that 
in the same letter from the Colonial 
Office to Messrs. Wernher Beit and 
Co. it was stated the necessary pro- 
visions for raising the loan were em- 
bodied in a draft Ordinance, which 
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was forwarded some time before to the 
Government of the Transvaal, and which 
would be submitted in due course to the 
Legislative Council of that Colony. That 
wes in !December, 1905, and he would 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman why 
that Ordinance had not been submitted 
to the Legislative Council. That was a 
delay for which no explanation whatever 
had been given, and he had not the 
slightest doubt that, although they had 
no record of it, there must have been 
some correspondence between the 
Colonial Office and the High Commis- 
sioner in regard to the issue of the first 
instalment of £10,000,003, and in regard 
to getting the consent of the Legislative 
Council to the loan. He would like to 
ask why that information was withheld 
from the House of Commons. He held 
thit the House was entitled to know 
exactly how the matter stood. 


He was bound to admit that the 
guirantors had behaved very well in 
this matter, and he thought the 
blame rested more with the Colonial 
Office than with them. They had 
no doubt taken the opportunity on one 
or two occasions of trving tO minimise 
the conditions on which they consented 
to guarantee the loan. For instance. 
they endeavoured to secure power to 
decide the date of its issue, and they did 
thereby try to whittle down — their 
responsibility. The Colonial Office, how- 
ever, would not agree to that, but Lord 
Milner, on the 16th February, stated 
that if the loan was issued at less 
than four per cent. the guarantee would 
fall t» the ground. That was perfectly 
fair. still, the more that one looked 
at the agreement the more one felt 
thet it was wot worth the paper 
upon which it was written. For 
the sake of the Transvaal, the 
mine-owners would not be asked to 
incur any responsibility on their 
guarantee; but, on the other hand, 
if the loan were a success the rate 
of interest would be reduced. He 
believed that the first instalment of 
£10,000,000 could be floated just now 
at a lower rate of interest than four 
per cent., and if that were so then the 
guarantee of the mine owners fell to the 
ground. But he was not complaining 
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of that. What he was complaining of 
was that a definite arrangement was 
made whereby Parliament consented 
to the guaranteed loan of £35,000,000 
on a condition which was now being 


departed from. ‘The loan was being 
hung up, and the longer the delay 


the less likely it became that we should 
get any money. He hoped the Colonial 
Office would frankly place before the 
House of Commons the position in which 
this matter now stood, and if that were 
done they, on their part, would be willing, 
while they ought not to concede one jo: 
or tittle of what they were entitled to, 
to take a reasonable view and endeavour 
to meet the present position in the 
Transvaal. He therefore urged the 
Colonial Secretary to take that oppor- 
tunity of giving the House a full and 
frank statement. 


Amendment proposed— 


*£21,500,000° and insert 
Seely) — ** instead 


“To leave out 
* £21,499,000° ” — (Vajor 
thereof.” 


(Question proposed,“ That “£21 ,500,000’ 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON  (Icwer 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he listened with 
some astonishment, and he confessed with 
considerable regret, to the speech of the 
Colonial Secretary the other night. The 
whole of the Government policy in South 
Africa had been a failure, and the right 
hon. Gentleman had made one of the 
greatest confessions of failure he had 
ever listened to. In May, 1:05, the late 
Colonial Secretary, in speaking of the 
arrangement of the loan, said, “It is a 
final arrangement. After three years 
we shall hear no more about it.” 
But on Monday last the present 
Colonial Secretary informed the House 
that there was an excellent chance 
of our obtaining the £30,000,000, be- 
cause there had been a discovery of 
diamonds in the Transvaa!. Therefore, 
we were to speculate for our £50,000,000 
on receiving something from the diamond 
mines. What an excellent prospect for 
the British taxpayer! He was sure 
no one wished to press the right 
hon. Gentleman in the direction of 
saving that the loan should be issued at 
a time which was unfavourable for the 
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purpose, because, if that were done, there 
would be a loss to the Transvaal in 
future vears; but what he thought had 
been made clear was that, practically, 
this guarantee was not only waste 
paper, but that it could not by any 
possibility have ever thrown any lia- 
bility of any sort on those who gave it. 
And this was the great diplomatic 
triumph about which they had heard so 
much! These capitalists were going, thev 
were told by the right hon. Gentleman, 
to make a great sacrifice for their 
country; and now it appeared that the 
right hon. Gentleman was altogether 
mistaken. 

What were the reasons advanced for not 
issuing the loan? One was that the war 
had left great devastation in the Transvaal, 
another was that the taxation was very 
heavy, and thirdly, it was urged that the 
process of development might be de- 
laved if the loan was at once issued. 
But he would point out to the Colonial 
Secretary that every one of the argu- 
ments and objections he urged the other 
night as reasons for not issuing the loan 
were present at the time when the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham made this arrangement. 


Indeed, they were present in far greater 
force then than they were at the present 
moment, for the whole financial condition 
of the Transvaal had very much improved 
since this bargain was struck. 
matter of labour, for instance, the natives 
had returned to the mines in greater 
number, as was expected would be the case 
under improved conditions of working. 
Put the blame where they liked, there 
was no getting away from the fact that 
there had been a breach of faith some- 
where. This was. he repeated, one of 
those deplorable failures which had 
marked the policy and action of His 
Majesty’s Government in South Africa 
before, during, and since the war, The 
more this was discussed the better, and 
he hoped the Colonial Secretary would 
take into consideration what fell from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Bristol the other night, 
viz., that in any arrangement or 
negotiation with regard to the future 
government of the Transvaal this claim 
should not be lost sight of. That was the 
only way in which this breach of faith 
could, in any sense, be condoned, 

Mr, Sydney Buxton. 


{COMMONS} 


In the, 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 


Cleveland) pointed out that every year 
the payment of the loan was delayed, the 
taxpavers of this country were suffering 
to the extent of £1,000,000, If this 
£30,000,000 were paid our National 
Debt would be reduced by that amount, 


and the interest upon it would be 
decreased to the extent of about 
a million a_ vear. He did not 
complain of the Transvaal  mine- 
owners as guarantors, but he com- 
plained of them as taxpayers. If the 
mineowners, on the one hand, guaranteed 
to underwrite £10,000,000 as the first 


instalment of the loan, and to bear the 
loss, if there should be anv, in the issue 
of the loan, and if, on the other hand, 
they stipulated, and the Government 
agreed, that the loan should not be 
issued unless the market was favourable, 
it was no guarantee at all. It was 
as taxpayers of the Transvaal that they 
had the right to complain of the mine- 
owners, for it was as taxpayers that the 
mineowners would have to bear the 
burden of the charge for this sum. The 
right hon. Gentleman said it would be 
unfair to lay on the people of the Trans- 
vaal, a small population, so enormous a 
dead-weight as this loan of £50,000,000 
would be in addition to the £55,000,000 


already charged on them. In the first 
place, that ought to have been con- 


sidered before the pledge was given. 
In the second place, he would point 
out that the £35,000,000 already charged 
on the Transvaal was by no means 
all dead-weight, because a great deal 
of it had been used in the purchase of 
the railways, which brought in revenue. 
It was not a debt in the sense in which 
our National Debt was a burden round 
the necks of the taxpayers. He would 
point out, also, that in the case of the 
Transvaal it was not fair merely to take 
into account the number of the population 
without taking into account the immense 
mineral wealth which lay buried in the 
earththere. The circumstances now were 
different from what they were when the 
pledge was given, but the difference im 
every way was in favour of the Transvaal. 
In the first place, no one, at that time, 
had the slightest idea that the Premier 
Diamond Mine would yield £450,000 a 
year to the Transvaal, and if the mine- 
owners could give the pledge at a time: 
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when it was not yielding anything, 
surely there was all the more reason 
now for the pledge to be fulfilled. At 
that time the Chinese labour question had 
not come prominently forward, and it 
was since then that there had been an 
enormous increase in the labour force 
of the Transvaal, both in Chinese and 
Kaflirs. The right hon. Gentleman said, 
a year ago, that if we wanted to have our 
£30,000,000 we must give them Chinese 
labour. We had given them Chinese 
labour, and now they refused to fulfil 
the pledge. Now the right hon. Gentle- 
man would have them believe that the 
Transvaal was only to be charged for 
the £30,000,000 loan if it involved no 
increased taxation in the Transvaal. 
Was that so? 


*Tup SECRETARY or STATE ror 
rHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrettron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I think the 
terms are that no increase should be 
made on the 10 percent. tax on the 
mines, 


*Mre. HERBERT SAMUEL: Surely 
there are other sources of taxation. You 
have the taxation now from the Premier 
Diamond Mine. Are we to understand 
that we are to receive no portion of 
the loan of £30,000,000 until there is a 
surplus in the Transvaal of 
£1,000,000 a vear ? 


] 
normal 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not like to 
make a general pledge, in advance, of that 
nature, but as a general rule you do not 
issue a loan unless there is a sufficient 
surplus revenue to provide for it. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Then 
what is the value of the resolution passed 
and the pledge given that the £30,000,000 
loan should be raised and the interest 
charged on the revenues of the Trans- 
vaal / 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : Ifthe hon. Gentle- 
man beleves that the Premier Diamond 
Mine will be of such value, of course 
there is considerable revenue to be 
anticipated ; but the hon. Gentleman is 
aware of the somewhat speculative 


character of diamonds. 
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*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Have the 
Government taken any steps to make 
this debt of honour a first charge ? 


Mr. LYTIELTON: It is not usual to 


take security for a debt of honour. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said he 
only hoped that the faith of His Majesty’s 
Government would be justified by the 
result. At the present time they 
had a definite refusal of those who 
composed the Legislative Council of 
the Transvaal—not a definite expression 
of refusal, but the Government 
had reason to understand that if 
they introduced this measure it would 
be met with considerable opposition 
in the Legislative Council and would 
not be passed without the use of the 
official vote. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that was so. Apart from the 
official vote it was the mining interest 
that dominated that Council. They had 
a majority in it. Therefore, the House 
must clearly understand that the mine- 
owners themselves refused to permit any 
further increase in the taxation of the 
Transvaal in order to carry out a definite 
obligation to this House, for which they 
had not only got Chinese labour, but also 
secured the guarantee of a loan of 
£35,0.0.000 for the development of the 
colony. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said he was anxious that they should 
not live in a fool’s paradise in regard to 
this payment from the Transvaal. He 
believed we had not the slightest chance 
of getting the £50,000,000 or any part of 
it. He quite sympathised with the view 
of his hon. friend that they should make 
those who were responsible for the war, 
namely the mineowners, pay some part 
of the cost of the war. That was a feel- 
ing which was not confined to his side 
of the House. He had heard it ex- 
pressed strongly by hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, and if there was any means cf 
making them do it he would rejoice to 
adopt those means, believing that -the 
money was being properly exacted from 
them. The Colonial Secretary pointed 
out with perfect truth the other evening 
that there was really—these were not his 
words, but in substance it came to this 
—no risk taken by the mineowners at all 
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whenthey underwrote the loan. There 
was noreal guarantee. If there had been 
& guarantee it was practically of no 
value. It involved no risk to the 
guarantors, because it was a guarantee 
of a loan at 4 per cent. behind which, 
as the late Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had told the House, the honour of 
this country was committed. The idea of 
these people having given themselves up 
to feelings of generosity when they under- 
wrote a loan at 4 per cent. which was 
practically guaranteed by this country 
was absurd. There was in point of fact 
from the beginning no risk on their part. 
The proposal was brought forward in a 
speech of extraordinary eloquence by 
the then Colonial Secretary in, he 
thought, May, 1903, in which he painted 
an extraordinary picture. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had not been above 
suspicion at that time, he should have 
thought the speech was made for the 
purpose of bulling on the Stock Exchange. 
It was one of the most powerful speeches 
he had ever heard in the House. This 
promise of £30,000,000 was part of the 
inducement held out to the House, in 
the most conspicuous terms by the late 
Colonial Secretary, to consent to give a 
guarantee for the sum of £35,000,000. 
They gave the guarantee and they were 
befooled in giving it. That was the 
first use made of the promise. He was 
not saying that it was done disingenu- 
ously. He believed the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
was a creature of impulse. He had no 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman in 
his own mind believed that this was an 
El Dorado. The £30,000,000 was a 
perfectly worthless asset. 


The second use made of the promise was 
when they were asked to assent to the 
Chinese Labour Ordinance. Those inter- 
ested said, ‘‘ We are under this guarantee, 
which everyone says i8 an onerous 
guarantee. Are we not to have Chinese 
labour to earn money to enable us to 
discharge our obligations.” His object 
now was to prevent a third use being 
made of the promise. This House and 
the country had endorsed the war and on 
them must rest the responsibility. He was 
not going totalk of the rights or the wrongs 
of it now, but do not let the people of 
this country imagine that they were going 


Sir Robert Reid, 


{COMMONS} 
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to get this £30,000,000. They wo ld 
get nothing, and the Colonial Secretary 
had shown plainly that it was impossible 
to get it. Why? There were difficulties 
in the way of putting taxes on the land, 
The country had been described by 
Lord Milner in more than one despatch 
as having been reduced largely to the 
condition of a wilderness. All th: 
agricultural stock had been destroyed, 
and nearly all the houses had been 
burned. How could we expect to get 
much, even if we were at liberty to put 
taxes on them? What was the other 
resource? The other resource was to 
tax the profits earned by the mines. 
Why could we not do that? Because 
that admirable man of business the late 
Colonial Secretary when he made this 
bargain that we were to guarantee the 
£35,000,000 loan, and that we were {to 
get the £30,000,000 contribution, made 
a third bargain, and it was that there 
was not to be more than a 10 per cent. 
tax on the profits of the mines. We 
were absolutely prevented by that bar- 
gain so long as it was operative—he was 
glad to say that it was possible it might 
not be long operative—from getting any 
part of this £30,000,000. The resoure’s 
were all dried up by the arrangement 
which the late Colonial Secretary went 
out to make. When he came back his 
friends boasted of it as one of the 
greatest achievements of his magnetic 
influence. The people of the Transvaal 
completely got the best of the late 
Colonial Secretary. The right hon. 
Gentleman went out there, no doubt. full of 
compassion, pity, and kindliness towards 
the people of that country, and with 
strong Imper‘alideas. They were looking 
after business, and the men of business 
got the better of the patriot on this 
occasion. The final reason why we need 
not indulge the vain hope that we were 
going to get this money was that the 
country could not afford to pay it. The 
Colonial Secretary told them with perfect 
truth that the market would not permit 
of this loan being placed at par. The 
reason it was not done last vear was 
because the market was not suitable. 
Very well, that objection had disappeared. 
The market was now suitable. The 
Colonial Secretary, in substance, liad told 
them—he believed perfectly right]v—that 
the country could not bear the burden of 
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this taxation. That was the plain 
Eaglish of it; and the whole scheme put 
before the House two years ago, when 
they were induced by a Parliamentary 
barzain—if it was a Parliamentary bar- 
gain—to guarantee a loin of £35,000,000 
on the footing that thev were to rece vea 
co tribution from the Transvaal of 
£30,000,000—was a scheme based on air, 
worth nothing, was a delusion from 
beginuing to end, and was now a delusion. 


He agreed in substance and in spirit with 
his hon. friends in their arguments, but 
he could not agree with their conclusions 
when they pressed on the Government 
andon the Transvaal for payment of this 
loan. If it were true, or anything like 
true, that the Transvaal could not bear 
that extra burden of £30,000,000, how 
unworthy it would be for this great 
country, in the few months or weeks that 
still remained whil there were no repre- 
sentative institutions in the Transvaal, to 
fix on it lirbilities which it could not 
bear? He thought the Colonial Secretary 
was perfectly right ; but he believed the 
House of Commons had the strongest 
reason to resent the manner in which 
they had been hoodwinked in this whole 
transaction. Had they not been more 
credulous than they should have been 
two or three vears ago, they would never 
have been deceived by this vain and 
hopeless story. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I cannot say that 
[ complain of the discussion, though I 
fe.r that I can do little but repeat the 
arguments I used a day or two ago. I 
think it is possible and natural that hon. 
Members should feel warmly upon this 
matter if they do not, have a perfectly 
clear conception of the facts. I en- 
deavoured the other day to place before 
the House all the facts of this case. I 
really think the House saw what the 
situation truly was as the result of my 
statement. It is perfectly true that, on 
the dav of the Colonial Vote, the Colonial 
Secretary has to be ready to deal with a 
great multitude of topics, and in the 
comparatively short discussion, from 
the Marshall Islands to Ceylon, and 
rom Ceylon to the Constitution of 
the Transvaal it is perfectly true 
that I made one slip which I put right 
at the first moment. I made a 
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slip which I was bound to put right in 
the interests of the mineowners to whom 
I had done an injustice. I represented 
erroneously to the House that they might 
make a profit out of this transaction. 
This was a slip, or at any rate an incom- 
plete statement, because the under- 
writers had offered that any premium 
should go to the Transvaal Government. 
I was bound to make that clear. 


Major SEELY: On the 
£30,000,000 2? 


‘whole 


*Mx. LYTTELTON : My reading of the 
bargain is that they can only prescribe 
the destination of the premium in the 
first £10,000,000; on the subsequent 
£20,009,000 the Transvaal Government 
would have the right to keep any 
premium that might arise. WhileI say, 
{ regret them, I do not complain of these 
discussions. We have paid £250,000,000 
of money, and we have sacrificed God 
knows how many lives. Yes, I will not 
go back upon it, but everybody who hears 
me knows it is true that it was with 
the assent of the vast majority of the 
people of this country, and of hon. 
_ Members of this House, that we made that 
tremendous sacrifice. We have done it 
in order to preserve the British Empire 
in South Africa, and in order to give to 
our fellow-su'jects in the Transvaal 
equality with the Boers. I do not wish 
to speak in the slightest way harshly in 
the matter, but I know the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Dumfries Burghs was one of the few 
who differed from that policy, and who 
had the manhood to say so. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
was understood to say “disgraceful,” 
with reference to some interruption from 
the Opposite side ot the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): I rise to 
a point of order. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“ Order, order! ’’){ 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The 
hon. Member for Oldham is perfectly in 
{order. The hon. Member for (rravesend 
has said “ disgraceful.” He had no right 
,to use such a word. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I heard neither the 


interruption nor the comment. If the 
word ‘disgraceful’? was used it ought 
not to have been used, and it ought to 
be withdrawn. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: On a point of 
order the hon. Member for Gravesend 
did in fact use the word “ disgraceful,” 
and that word is very much resented 
on this side of the House. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: It 1s quite 
true I used the word, but I did not wish 
to use the word offensively. I am afraid 
I meant to say it to myself rather than 
aloud to the House; and at the same 
time I wish to withdraw the expression. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I was pointing 
out that this country had made immense 
sacrifices of men and treasure in order 
to acquire this colony and in order to 
preserve our ascendancy in South Africa. 
I venture to say, with a strong sense of 
responsibilit, that in the action the 
Government are now taking in forbearing 
to force through a nominated Assembly 
an acceptance of a voluntary contribution 
made by the Transvaal towards the cost 
of the war within three years of it, 
we are acting, as we believe, in the 
highest interest, both of this country and 
oi that country; and I believe that the 
hon. Member for Dumfries really agrees 
with me. 1 am_ perfectly certain any 
person who thinks of this matter at all 
would regard it as absolutely deplorable 
thac, after this tremendous sacrifice, we 
should jeopardise its fruits for the sake 
of accelerating a few years the issue of 
this lean. I think, really, I have the 
assent of the House in that statement. 
Let us understand where we are. If I 
have the agreement of many Members 
to that proposition, do not let us 
jeopardise, for the sake of money, the 
good feeling which exists between ourselves 
and the Transvaal. 

Well, now, I say to take, as the hon. 
Member for Cleveland says we should, a 
security for a debt of honour is, in 


my mind, a very un-English proceeding. 
I do not think when somebody makes 
you an offer voluntarily, [Opprosir1on 
cries of “No, no!”’], offers a voluntary 
contribution, it would be very worthy 
to take security. 


But if this is too 
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nice or refined a way of looking at it, 
I wish to put this to the House. Do 
they think it likely that issuing this 
loan at the present moment and forcing 
it through a nominated Assembly, will 
make it more or less likely that we 
should obtain the £20,000,000  subse- 
quent to the £10,000,000. I venture to 
say that it would imperil, and natur- 
ally imperil, that £20,000,000. [Murvis- 
TERIAL Cheers.] And more than that. 
Would it be a rght thing to do, when 
you are setting up a representative 
Assembly on a low franchise, such as 
roughly obtains in most Colonies, and 
when that Assembly would be in being 
in a few months. Does this House 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite think it 
would be right to go to a nominated 
Assembly—which is only of course re- 
presentative so far as it could be made 
so, and even by the use of the official 
vote, or by the use of strong pressure 
upon nominated members—and say, 
‘Give us this ” when the bargain was for 
a willing and voluntary contribution. 
Surely hon. Members must see that 
that would be precisely to break those 
conditions made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
and which hon. Gentlemen have never 
read; it would be to enforce by the 
act of a superior Power on the Legis- 
lature the performances of this under- 
taking, and it would be to do it in such 
a way as, I say, would arrest the due 
progress and the development of the 
country ; and in the last place it could 
rot be done without departing from all 
precedent. I dely any financial expert 
of experience to draw up the prospectus 
of such a loan without departing from all 
precedent, unless it were being raised 
upon a surplus revenue. 


That is the state of things which exists 
at this moment. The figures show about an 
equilibrium ; there is an estimated deficit 
of, I think, £120,000 in June. Therefore, 
you have a situation in which at present 
there is only equilibrium between re- 
venue and expenditure in the Transvaal. 


putting it at the highest. You have 
the treaty obligation not to put @ 


tax upon land, and you have the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham’s 
obligation not to tax the mines beyond 
10 per cent. Yes, I have got to treat 
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with facts as I find them. I do not 
intend, nor do hon, Gentlemen opposite, 
| believe, intend, though the words 
“breach of faith’ have been used, 
to break the conditions which my 
predecessor made, and which he stated 
in the most specific and lucid terms to 
the House. I know the hon. Member 
for Dumfries is a fair-minded man, and 
I would point out to him that it is 
grossly unfair to the right hon. Member 
tor West Birmingham to read part of his 
speech and not read the rest, which is 
really germane to this matter. It is grossly 
unfair to him, and ought not to be done. 
I do not mean the whole of the speech, 
but all that part which treats with this 
particular bargain, and the conditions 
under which it was made. It was unfair to 
my right hon. triend to say that the 
guarantee of £35,000,000 was conditional 
upon the loan of £50,000,C00, without 
stating the terms upon which the 
£30,000,000 were promised. To sum- 
marise those terms, they were that the 
£30,000,000 should be voluntarily and 
willingly given, that it should not involve 
taxation beyond 10 per cent. upon the 
mines, and should not arrest or unduly 
uupede the development of the country. 
I say, and | really cannot see any answer 
to it, that if I take all these three condi- 
tions, for the present Government to bring 
forwar! this war contribution at this 
present moment would be a breach of 
all three of the conditions which the 
promisers of that £50,000,000 attached 
tothat undertaking. How in the world 
tan hon. Members opposite ask the 
Governuient at the present moment to 
begin the treatment of this most difficult 
and delicate subject by breaking the 
conditions which were solemnly made 
by the late Colonial Secretary. [Oh!] 
Were these conditions not made ? 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): The 
ight hon. Gentleman’s bargain was 
what they were willing to give then, 
and they willingly made it then, and the 
tight hon. Gentleman has no right to 
speak of willingness now two years 
atterwards. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not agree 
with the hon. Gentleman ; but supposing 
tor the sake of argument he was right, 
does he think it would be right to break 


Departments Estimates, 830 


even two conditions instead of three ? 
Does he think we are entitled to do 
that? Whatever his view is, I do not 
think we are. But far above that, or at 
any rate an argument equally strong is 
that we are giving representative govern- 
ment with the assent, I believe, of every- 
body here. Will it be right to exact this 
from a moribund nominated Assembly 
when next year there is going to be a 
representative Assembly which can take 
on this debt of honour and which can 
ratify it and give it legislative sanction ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: 


do so. 


They will not 


hon. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: So an 
Member says. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: TI say so. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member 
for Oldham thinks his fellow-subjects in 
the Transvaal are not to be believed. I 
deeply regret that anybody should hold 
that view, but if that is the hon. 
Member’s opinion I shall not attempt to 
dislodge it from his mind. He is entitled 
to hold it. I deeply regret it should be 
publicly stated in this discussion. I most 
profoundly regret it and I appeal to the 
hon. Member to look at this matter for a 
moment from a higher standpoint than 
Party, which I know he is very capable 
of doing. Does he think it is likely to 
draw closer the ties between that colony 
and ourselves that they should be first 
asked by some Members opposite to take 
upon themselves this enormous obligation 
at this present time, and then that some 
other Members of the Opposition should 
say—if you give them, in conformity with 
your policy in every other colony, a few 
months or years in order that their own 
representatives may take upon themselves 
that obligation—‘‘ We do not believe a 
word of anything they say. We would 
not trust the representatives of the people 
there. We think they are unworthy o! 
belief, and we deliberately say here on 
the floor of the House and in public, 
although the Motherland has made these 
tremendous sacrifices for the Empire, and 
among others for them, that they in the 
future will not be, willing to pay a 
single shilling towards the cost of 
the great sacrifices which have been 
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made.” I should be sorry to think 
so ill of my fellow-subjects. I do not 
think that this is the way that a great 
Empire can be kept together or any 


some credit to people’s good faith and 
good intentions. What evidence have 
any hon. Gentlemen who have spoken 
of any breach of faith whatever. . | 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): There is the evidence 
of this verv matter. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman that is not correct. 
* There is another term which is contained 
in the shorthand notes of the proceed- 
ings that the loan should not be issued 


at a time when it was unfavourable. 
It was agreed by everybody last year 
—it was never challenged in _ this 


House —that the moment was extremely 
unfavourable. Everybody knows that 
in January, 1904, everything was down 


to the very abyss in the City. No one 
contended that the loan could be 
issued then. Those who guaranteed 


this £10,000,C00 were perfectly willing 
it should be issued, but the burden 
of that would not have fallen upon 
them but upon the taxpayers of the 
Transvaal. Hon. Members must have 
it one way or the other; these charges 
of breach of faith ought not to be 


bandied about in this light way. How 
can it be shown that the guarantors 


have broken faith 2? 
to issue it in 1904. 


We did not attempt 
They are perfectly 


willing we should issue it in 1905, but | 


from reasons of high policy we abstain 


from doing that which we are com- | 


petent to do, because it would be a 
breach of the conditions of the bargain, 
and because we think it expedient and 
more likely to result in the fulfilment 
to the full of this voluntary under- 
taking that we should postpone the 
issue of the £30,000,000 until the repre- 
sentative Government has met and taken 
upon itself the arrangement necessary 
to discharge the matter. We may be 


right or we may be wrong upon the | 


matter, but there is a vast deal to be 
said in favour of the view we have 
placed before the House. Surely hon. 


Members do not desire to bleed the 


Mr. Lyttelton. 
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Transvaal to death. We assure them 


‘that as far as the present evidence 


of the wealth of the country goes 


‘the conditions point to a substantial 
Government carried on. You must give. 


surplus next year; a surplus sufficient 
to pay the interest upon the first 
instalment of £10,000,000. If that is 
so, and I think it is, surely we have a 
tremendously strong case upon which 
to go to the Transvaal representative 
Government and say, “Here is a 
state of things in which we fairly can ask 
you to redeem the promise you have 
made. You have the £350,000, which 
is the advantage of our guarantee of 
the £35,000,000 loan ; you have a suffi- 


cient surplus in your coffers to serve the 


first £10,000,000 of the instalment. 
Surely, we can ask you now voluntarily 
to take upon yourselves the discharge 
of the first instalment of what is a debt 
of honour?” Are we more likely to get 
it by that way, and if we treat them ina 
fair and reasonable spirit, or are we more 
likely to get it if we enforce the £10.000,000 
immediately on a nominated Assembly, 
and in breach of the conditions under 
which it was made ? 


Masor SEELY: In moving this Motion 
[ never made any charge of breach of 
faith. I asked for specific informa- 
tion, which I believe the hon. 
Grentleman possesses, as to whether the 
Transvaal Legislature admitted the 
liability for this £30,000,000, seeing that 
he admits we cannot get it without an 
Act passed by them. Has he any 
information whether they admit it or 
whether the new body is likely to admit 


. 4 
right 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): Will the new represen- 
tative Goverrment be entirely elected 


or partly nominated? If the nominated 
members are in favour of this loan and 
the rest are not, how will we then stand ! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: 1 do not think 
I am very regular in replying to that 
question ; but I think I may sav this 


much—that other than the Executive 
Government all the members will be 
elected. With reference to the Ques- 


tion put by the hon. and gallant Member 
for the Isle of Wight I think he will see 
it is impossible to answer it. He asks 
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whether the Legislative Assembly, not 
vet in being. but to be elected, will admit 
this obligation or not. It really depends 
upon the belief you have in the people 
of the Transvaal who elect that body, 
as to whether you believe they will give 
you a reasonable redemption of this 


oe 


SEELY: What about the 
Will the present one accept 


Masor 
present one ¢ 


the liability ¢ 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I think it would 
produce a most grievous effect if this 
House were, under this condition of 
things, to ask that Legislature, which, of 
course, is non-elective, to take upon itself 
and I do not think we 
ean make that request. 


this obligation ; 


Mayor SEELY: 
admit the liability ? 


Then they do not 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I cannot say 
that. I do not think the nominated 
Assembly would have any greater power 
or authority at the present moment, when 
they are under sentence of extinction, to 
bind the people than those who promised 
the contribution. I trust the House 
appreciates that the policy of abstention 
from issuing the loan is not pursued with- 
out a great sense of responsibility, and a 
most profound desire to obtain for the 
taxpavers of this country the full amount 
of the £30,000,000. The real fact is that 
we believe the taxpayers of this country 
will have a far better and greater chance 
of obtaining the full sum of £30,000,000 
if this House will be patient for a few 
months and allow the representative 
system to come in and the revenues of 
the country to recover themselves than 
if we were at this moment to endeavour 
to enforce with a high hand this obliga- 
tion, which is only one of a quasi-legal 
kind. I do most earnestly desire to de- 
plore the language which was used by 
the hon. Member for Dumfries that this 
was no real guarantee by these financial 
houses. Do let us in this House en- 
deavour to do justice to people if we ean. 
These gentlemen have publicly under- 
written this £10,000,000. They have 
allowed the £35,000,000 to precede their 
obligation and to rank as a prior lien upon 
the assets of the Transvaal. They gave 
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this guarantee in 1903, six months after 
the termination of the war; and at any 
time when the market conditions were 
favourable in England they could be 
called on to find the £10,000,000. A 
time might have been selected when it 
would have been very difficult to induce 


the public to come in; but these gentle- 


men have never repudiated this bargain 
in any form. They have always held 
that they are bound by it, and as persons 
of great weight in the financial affairs of 
the Transvaal, as the owners of the mines, 
they must be the persons primarily 
affected. Therefore it is very unjust to 
say that they did not undertake a serious 
obligation. 


Str ROBERT REID: I believe it was 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who said in this House that it was a moral 
obligation. What I said was that under 
those circumstances it was no imputation 
on these gentlemen to say that there 
was no real financial risk. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I have admitted 
that atter the first two years there was 
no very great risk. But the hon. and 
learned Member said that this was no 
real guarantee, and was not worth the 
paper it was written on. That is abso- 
lutely incorrect. No financial house is 
worth anything unless its credit is good ; 
and how is it possible to contend that 
when people of financial weight take upon 
themselves an obligation they can resile 
from it without grievous loss of credit 2 


Str ROBERT REID: I assure you I 
never said that. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I used 
the word in connection with the condition 
that the loan should not be issued unless 
the market conditions were favourable. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I venture to think 
the hon. Member is absolutely wrong. 
It is a question of fact when the market 
conditions are favourable. They are 
favourable now. The hon. Gentleman 
admits that. Who can say when the 
loan was guaranteed that the market 
conditions were not favourable ¢ 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: There is 


no risk to the guarantors. 
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*Mr. LYTTELTON : The hon. Member 
does not think a promise is of the slightest 
value unless it can be sued on in a Court 
of Law. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Oh, no! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Then I do not 
understand it. If it be the fact that the 
promise could be broken when all the con- 
ditions are favourable for its perform- 
ance, then the hon. Member would be 
right. But I contend that it could not 
be broken without grievous loss of credit ; 
and I say that there has been no attempt 
to resile from the bargain. The antici- 
pation is that from the Premier Mine 
next year there will be sufficient profit 
to serve the first instalment of the war 
contribution; and I founded on this 
fact a reasonable expectation that with 
this surplus provision will be made for the 
issue of the first £10,000,000. My argu- 
ment is that, not only for considerations 
far higher than monetary considerations 
we should do very ill if we, for the sake of 
accelerating the discharge of this obliga- 
gation, were to alienate the taxpayers of 
the Transvaal, but that from the merely 
business point of view we should do ill 
by jeopardising the issue of the next 
£20,000,000. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman reply to the suggestion of 
the right hon. Member for West Bristol 
that security should be taken on the 
Premier Mine and other mining royalties ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have dealt 
with that suggestion. This was, in 
effect, a voluntary debt—a debt of 


honour which is not enforceable bv law. 
I may be wrong; but I think we should 
do better not to treat a debt of honour 
as if it were a thing to be secured. Does 
the House know what the facts are with 
regard to the debts of the self-governing 
Colonies to this country? The popula- 
tion of the self-governing Colonies is 
about 12,000,000, and their debt is 
£400,000,000, borrowed almost entirely 
in this country; and there has not 
been default in a single shilling of the 


interest. Hon. Members wish to take 
security for a debt of honour from 
them. That is not the view of 


His Majesty's Government. It is of no 
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use to give one’s own confident auticipa- 
tions ; but I say deliberately for myself 
and for the Government that. in the 
first place, we think we shall better keep 
the affections of the people of the colony, 
and are more likely to recover in due 
time the full amount of this contribution, 
if we exercise some forbearance, and if 
we leave it to their good will and sense 
of honour to take upon themselves this 
obligation. We believe it is the right 
course and the one more likely to 
produce relief to the pockets of the 
taxpayers of this country; and, above 
all, we believe that it will not tend 
in any degree to jeopardise the har- 
mony and good relations of the two 
countries for which the Motherland has 
sacrificed so much. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): The right hon. Centle- 
man urges that we should not be ina 
hurry to place on the Transvaal a burden 
of £50,000,000 which it is not in a position 
to bear, and which therefore must cause 
a certain amount of hardship and distress. 
No one urges that that should be done. 
But when the right hon. Gentleman re- 
proaches us with feeling warmly, and 
says that we should not feel warmly if we 
had a precise conception of the facts, we 
must point out that it is just because our 
conception of the facts is clearer than his. 
The right hon. Gentleman has no con- 
ception of the facts on which this loan of 
£35,000,000 was guaranteed by us. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham, in 
getting the assent of the House to that 
guarantee, though he mentioned the 
promise of the £30,000,000 loan, stated 
at the same time that the payment must 
depend on three conditions ; and because 
it was to depend on three conditions the 
right hon. Gentleman says the House has 
no right to feel aggrieved if the conditions 
have not been fulfilled. But the whole 
point of the speech made by the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham was 
that those conditions were then present. 
The impression produced on the House 
at the time was exactly that represented 
by the right hon. Member for West Bristol 
the other day. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : Will the right hon. 
Baronet read the passage in the speech 
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of the right hon. Member for West Bir- | 
mingham ¢ 
| 

Sir EDWARD GREY : The right hon. | 
Member for West Bristol summed up the | 
impression produced on the House in 
this wav. He said that the tone of the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
was rather one of apology for not having 
exacted the promise of a larger sum than 
£30,000,000 ; but that he urged the House | 
to be content with £30,000,000 and no 
more, because it was “ a bird in the hand.” | 
That is the interpretation of that speech | 
given by one of the oldest and most 
experienced Members of the House when 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer. 





Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): No; he was 
not Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Then he was, 
perhaps, in a more impartial position ; 
and he was certainly a not less old or 
experienced Member of the House. The 
tight hon. Member for West Bristol is 
certainly as qualified as any one to sum 
up the impression produced on the 
House by a debate ; and if the impression 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
described was produced, what is the 
good of quibbling about conditions { 
The fact remains that when the House 
was induced to guarantee a loan of 
£35,000,000 by mystic representations 
of what the Transvaal might do in return, 
the persuasion was founded, not on 
judgment, but on impulse. Till the 
Colonial Secretary realises how the House 


| come. 


| private 


has been deluded in the past by this | 


impulsiveness and want of judgment, 
how can we have any confidence in his 
anticipations about the future‘ What 
we feel warmly about is not what 1s 
taking place new, but the way in which 
the House has been misled about the 
whole transaction. But I will say a 
word about the future. The Colonial 
Secretary has admitted that the reason 
why we have not got the £30,000,000 
is that the country could not afford 
it, and that the prospect of obtaining 
the money is founded on the possibili- 
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really think, after the disappointments 
of the past, it would be better to leave 
these off-chances out of account. Let 
us at any rate not be deluded about the 
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| future, whatever may have happened 


in the past. The Government might 
have done something in the past to make 
the chances better than they have be- 
They have let slip any chance 
of getting any public recognition of the 
obligation with regard to this sum of 
£30,000,000. They say that they cannot 
do it now because the present form of 
government is to be modified. But 
two years ago we were told that the 
form of government which was not then 


modified was going to register this 
obligation. On July 27th. 1903, the 


right hon. Member for West Birmingham 
used these words— 

**T do not entertain the slightest doubt that 
the Legislative Chamber of the Transvaal will 
pass the Bill. The only reason that they have 
not yet done so is that communications have 
been passing as to the exact form of the 
Ordinance.” 


If that had been done, at any rate, it 
would have been a public recognition 
of the obligation, though it might 
have been one which you would say 
would not be binding in the same way 
as if made by a representative and 
responsible Government. Still it would 
have been the only form of public recog- 
nition available. That opportunity was 
neglected, and now we are told that we 
cannot have a recognition because the 
present form of government is to be 
modified. Thus we have no recog- 
nition except the guarantee of private 
individuals, There is no question of 
the honour or the good faith of the 
individuals, but the matter 
about which there is a question is how 
far they were ever held to be entitled 
to lay an obligation on the whole of the 
Transvaal. The Colonial Secretary said 


it was a debt of honour. I should 
like to know how far it is understood 
in the colonies that those gentlemen 


who gave the guarantee were entitled 
to pledge the colonies. Do not let us 
get into any dispute with the colonies 
about a debt of honour. If they had 
had_ representative and__ responsible 
government, and that Government had 
undertaken this obligation, it would 


ties of a mine not yet developed. I | have been a debt of honour and we 
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should have had no hesitation in charg- 
ing it upon them; but now we must go 
cautiously in the matter. 


As to the chance of getting the 
£30,000,000 in the future, I should 
like to know, when the Government 
change the Constitution of the Trans- 
vaal, whether they are 


Bristol last night indicated might be 
done with regard to the £50,000,000. 
I am not very anxious that they should 
make any condition. If they are going 
to give representative government—a 
kind of intermediate stage which can 
be given without responsible government 
—what they will be giving will be so little 
worth while that they had better not 


complicate it with any transaction about | 


the £30,000,000. But if they are going 


further and are going to give representa- | 
tive and responsible government, then | 
I think the question will arise whether, | 


in giving it, anything should be said 
about the loan of £30,000,000. On that 
matter I would speak with caution with 
regard to the future. If it should be the 
case that the Transvaal is unable from 
poverty to undertake the 
burden of £30,000,000, I should not urge 
that the gift of representative and res- 
ponsible government should be handi- 
capped with a condition of that kind, 
and for this reason, that I should like 
when the Constitution of the Transvaal 
changes at all, to see a clean and 
living job made of it. When we give 
representative and responsible govern- 
ment let us start under the best 
possible conditions, and, above all, with 
good will between them and us. 


More than ever do I regret the way in 
which this question of the £30,000,000 was 


introduced by the right hon. Member for | 


West Birmingham so optimistically, be- 
cause time shows that it 
more in danger of becoming a source of 
friction between us and the Transvaal. 
At the present moment it is not impor- 
tant, but when you come to the subject 
of responsible government it will be im- 
portant. I therefore put forward one 
practical suggestion. Ji when vou give 
responsible government to the Transvaal 
it is still unabje to incur the extra burden 
ot the £380,000,000 loan, you might 


Sir Edward Grey, 
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going to| 
make any conditions in the sense in| 
which the right hon. Member for West | 


additional | 


. | 
is more and | 


Departments Estimates. 840 


represent that our part in the transaction, 
which this House regards as a complete 
transaction, was fulfilled by the raising 
of the £35,000,000 guaranteed by ar 
We might point out that we have fulfilled 
to the letter our part of the bargain by 
guaranteeing this sum, that the Transyaa! 
has had the benefit of the money, that it 
has benefited to the extent of £550,000 
a year compared with what its position 
| would have been had it raised the money 
without the credit of this country. If 
the repayment of the £30,000,000 is to 
remain in abeyance the time may come 
when the prospects of the Transvaal 
improve, and when we might raise the 
point whether they could not make some 
extra contribution comparable to the 
annual benefits they have received by 
the use of our credit, and which would 
| year by vear hasten the repayment of 
ithe £35,000,000 loan already granted. 
I put that suggestion forward because | 
see in the debates and in the feeling of 
'the House, which is inevitable after 
what has passed, a danger in the future. 
though not at the present moment, of 
this subject causing friction between 
ourselves and the Transvaal Govern- 
ment; and I am exceedingly anxious 
that when we come to the point of grant- 
| ing responsible government to the Trans- 
vaal the concession should not be handi- 
capped by anv friction or lack of good 
will at the start. 








*Mr. CHURCHILL agreed with the 
/hon. and learned Member for Dumfries 
|that in regard to this repayment we 
should not take up any exacting or un- 
generous attitude, or seek to prejudice 
the early days of a colony recovering 
from the devastation of a great war. 
That feeling was general on both sides 
| of the House, and the Colonial Secretary 
would not attempt to suggest that that 
| point of view was overlooked by those 
who criticised the proceedings of the 
Administration. In the words of the 
right hon. Gentleman, they did not wish 
“to jeopardise for the sake of money 
the good feeling which prevails between 
‘the different parts of the Empire.” 
| That argument did not find favour on 
| the other side of the House last year, 
| when a proposal was made with regard 
/to coloured labour which was much 
_tesented by the Australian Colonies and 
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other parts of the Empire. But the 
Opposition considered the argument valid 
then, and they thought it valid now. 
Certainly this question ought not to be 
approached with any idea of revenge, 
or of punishing any particular class of 
persons in South Africa for their share 
in the war, or for the opinions they had 
expressed. There was no room for 
revenge in politics, Possibly there was 
no room for gratitude, but there was 
certainly no room for revenge. We 
should look forward to the future, and 
not attempt to mete out abstract justice 
to any particular class of persons for 
what they had or had not done in the 
past. What had to be considered was 
not what the mineowners had promised, 
but what we thought it right to require. 
We had not to consider the guarantees 
of the mineowners in particular, as 
they had no real authority to commit to 
immense liabilities a Government not 
then called into being. They made a 
promise which was binding upon them- 
selves under certain circumstances, and 
he had never heard any statement on 
their part that they wished to evade 
their responsibility. But there was a 
bargain, described by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
who spoke with immense authority on 
this subject, as a matter of faith and 
honour which, if broken, would constitute 
a breach of faith with the House of 
Commons and the taxpayers of the 
country. He was certain the Colonial 
secretary did not underrate the gravity 
of the situation, but he would read one 
extract from the speech of the right hon. 
(fentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham in which the bargain was 
commended to the House. It was true 
that the House might be misled by 
isolated extracts, but it would be seen 
that this one could fairly be taken apart 
from the context. The words of the 
nght hon. Gentleman were— 

‘But the whole arrangement must be treated 
together ; and I might almost say that the sup- 
port of the Committee to the loan ot £35,000,000 
which is now under consideration is indeed con- 


litional upon the contribution of £30,000,000 to 
which I have referred.” 


We had pledged our credit for the 
£39,000,000, but whether the other part 
oi the bargain would be carried out was 
extremely doubtful. He saw little pros- 

VOL. CXLID. [Fourra Serzes.] 
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pect of our securing the £30,000,000 
promised as a complementary and in- 
dissoluble part of the bargain to which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham invited the House 
to assent. But could we now take any 
security 2 We did not want to do 
an unhandsome or grabbing thing. and 
after such a vast expenditure of money 
and of lite it would be egregious jolly 
to prejudice all hope of a permanent 
settlement for the sake of £20,000,000 
or £30,000,000. But he had heard no 
answer to the suggestion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
who asked why a security should not 
now be taken on the mining royalties 
of the Premier Mine for the repayment 
of, at any rate, a portion of this money. 
There might be good reasons against 
such a course, but they had not been 
stated. When this agreement was put 
forward, the House of Commons were 
seized of the general circumstances pre- 
vailing in South Africa and allowance 
was made for them, but a new factor had 
now come in. He remembered being 
present at the action of Diamond Hill, 
but little did they think, when they lay 
down that night, of the fabulous wealth 
concealed below the bivouac of the Army. 
The Premier Mine had come, so to speak, 
as a gift from Heaven to the colony; 
why, then, should we not take some 
security with regard to this windfall as 
to some portion of the guarantee for 
the repayment of the money for which, 
on every moral ground there was a 
liability on the part of the Transvaal 
towards this country. 


These South African gentlemen were 


a very powerful organisation. There 
was no getting over that fact. They 
had tremendous influence in the Press 


and in society; they used very effec- 


tive arguments, and they had means 
f bringing those arguments to bear on 
all sorts of occasions and in all sorts 


of ways. During the last four years there 
had been various controversies between 
the Imperial Government and the Johan- 
nesburg gentlemen, and in every one of 
those controversies the Johannesburg 
influence had prevailed, the Imoperia! 
Government having been defeated in 
the end. Lord Milner had been the 
principal advocate; he had no 


t 
other 





friends in South Africa, and he naturally 
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had to fall back on those who backed 
him. That was one reason why he had 
always thought it was a great pity that 
the Government had left, to make the 
peace, the man who made the war—and 
he would say the same with regard to 
the new appointment which had been 
made. In every one of those disputes, 
whether it was the question of coloured 
labour, or of the treatment of Indian 
subjects in the Transvaal, or of the loan 
raised on the credit of this country, or 
of the repayment to be made, the gentle- 
men in South Africa had succeeded in 
putting such pressure, through the 
Colonial Office, upon His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment that the arguments which com- 
mended themselves to the good sense of 
the House had been defeated and swept 
away. He asked the House to con- 
sider that in all these three conferences 
they had been defeated by this powerful 
organisation, which was going to be used 
ia the Press, in the House of Commons, 
and on all the platforms, to prove that 
all those who drew attention to this 
bargain were animated by sordid and 
unpatriotic motives. If they did not 
take effective security for this money 
before setting up a local native govern- 
ment, they might be perfectly certain 
that they would never get the money 
at all. The Colonial Secretary said he 
hoped that no one would impugn the 
honour of a Government yet unborn, 
but they ought to look at things as they 
really were. It was no use deluding 
themselves by golden visions. If repre- 
sentative government were granted, 
did they imagine that any candidate 
appealing to the electors would declare 
that he was in favour of the payment 
of £30,000,000 to the people of the British 
Islands ¢ What conceivable man, asking 
either for Boer, Afrikander, or Johannes- 
burg votes, would have a chance of being 


elected under such circumstances ? They | 


must look at facts. He did not say they 
would be doing a dishonourable action, 
but he would like to ask what con- 
tinuity of identity was there between 
the Government they were going to 
call into existence and the gentlemen 
who met the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham 
round the table at that conference / 
They did not recognise any debt of honour. 
They ought to take the security which 


Mr. Churchill. 
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was necessary, and if they did not do so 
they would never get a farthing of the 
money upon the promise of which they 
were induced to guarantee a loan oi 
£35,000,000. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that pre- 
vious speakers had spoken as if the 
British public were a set of capricious 
and avaricious people who had taken 
advantage of a voluntary offer to con- 
tribute towards the war. This was an 
extremely mean view, when they re- 
called the circumstances that led to the 
war. The question he wished to refer 
to was upon whom the responsibility 
for paying this contribution should fall. 
Those gentlemen, who were liable to 
guarantee this £530,000,000, had, given 
assurances which history had falsified 
in every particular. False reports were 
sent to this country and newspapers 
were corruptly influenced in the Trans- 
vaal to misrepresent the actual state 
of affairs, and to induce this country 
to take the step of bluffing which led to 
the war. No more disgraceful episode 
ever occurred than the methods adopted 
by the mineowners to foree on this war; 
and they, having succeeded by forged 
letters and all sorts of corruption, 
were now told that it was disgraceful, on 
our part, to suggest the slightest doubt 
| that they did not intend to pay a debt of 
/honour. He did not regard this as a 
|debt of honour or a voluntary gift, for 
| that was entirely a misrepresentation of 
‘the actual facts. Really the Transvaal 
| ought to pay the entire cost of the war, 
| £250,000,000, and because this country 
was letting them off to the extent of 
£220,000,000, and asking them only to 
pay £30,000,000, sordid and avaricious 
motives were being ascribed to us. 
Why was a different principle applied 
in the case of a colonial war to that 
which was applied in the case of an 
Indian war. Whenever there was a 
war in India, although it was not waged 
by the Indian people, but by English- 
men sent out there to rule India, every 
farthing was charged upon India. ‘This 
was so in the case of the military opera- 
| tions connected with the Tirah, Chitral, 
and Tibet campaigns. These wars were 
charged upon India, although the income 
‘of the average Indian subject might be 
counted in shillings per annum, and yet 
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these mineowners, it was said, would be 
ruined it they were called upon to pay 
only one-eighth of the cost of a war 
which they themselves persuaded the 
English Government, by misrepresenta- 
tions, to undertake. To him it seemed 
a piece of impudence for the mineowners 
to come whining to the House and sug- 
gesting that they ought not to make any 
contribution to the war at all. The right 
hon. Member opposite placed much re- 
fiance upon the fact that the Transvaal 
(rovernment was a nominated Assembly ; 
but a nominated Assembly was not a 
representative Assembly, and possessed 
no power or mandate to do anything 
which the mineowners objected to. 


The right hon. Gentleman said it was 
a monstrous thing to impose this burden 
upon the Transvaal, because the war 
was commenced with the assent of the 
people of this country. He denied that 
that was the case, for their assent was 
never asked for, and the only ques- 
tion placed before the country was 
whether, having commenced the war, the 
Government should carry it through. 
The assent of the people to the nefarious 
steps taken in the Transvaal, by which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, and Lord Milner, 
were gulled into bluffing the Transvaal, 
had never been approved of by the 
people to this day. The country was 
quite willing that the war should be 
carried through, butnota single hon. Mem- 
ber opposite would venture to go to his 
constituency and risk his return upon con- 
vincing the people of the justice of the 
South African War. [MINISTERIAL cries 
of “Oh, oh!”] The right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken about the importance of 
keeping the affections of the people of the 
Transvaal. On the Opposition Benches 
they had been as energetic as any persons 
in the world in endeavouring to retain the 
affections of the people of the Transvaal, 
but by the people they did not mean the 
mineowners, but the inhabitants of the 
country at large. As regarded the mine- 
owners of Johannesburg he did not care 
one straw about alienating their affec- 
tions, and he only regretted that their 
affections were not alienated five years 
ago, for then they would have saved 


this country £250,000,000. Was the 


tight hon. Gentleman opposite really 
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afraid of alienating their affections by 
imposing upon them this liability ? Why 
was he not afraid of alienating the affec- 
tions of the British taxpayer? Let him 
look at the record of recent by-elections 
and he would see what the British tax- 
payers thought of the war. The danger, 
to-day, was the far more serious one of 
alienating the affections of the British 
taxpayer rather than the affections of 
the Transvaal mineowners. He quite 
agreed with the statement that, if the 
Transvaal could not pay, then we should 
have to pay the money ourselves. He 
was quite prepared to recognise that fact. 
He did not see, however, what was the 
use of talking about people not being 
able to pay when they owned property 
which was paying dividends at the rate 
of from 300 to 4,000 per cent per annum. 
If all the dividends above the working 
expenses of the mines had been exhausted, 
he would have been quite willing that 
every farthing of this promised contri- 
bution for war expenditure should fall on 
the British taxpayers. Until that 
happened, however, nobody would say 
that the Transvaal mineowners should 
not pay the £30,000,000 which had been 
promised. 


Mr. MARKHAM said that when the 
late Colonial Secretary went to South 
Africa there were agreements made other 
than those mentioned by the Colonial 
Secretary to-day. The first agreement 
made with the mineowners was in respect 
of dynamite. For a good many years 
there had been a great agitation going 
on in South Africa with reference to the 
action of the late Government of the 
Transvaal in regard to dynamite. It 
was one of the causes of the late war. 
After the visit of the late Colonial Secre- 
tary to South Africa the mineowners said 
they were willing to put up a dynamite 
factory in South Africa. They asked 
the late Colonial Secretary whethe: he 
would give a preferential tariff to enable 
them the better to compete with the 
manufacturers in this country, of whom 
there were many, who in the past had 
sent la ge quantities of dynamite to 
South Africa. He had been asked to 
mention this matter by the dynamite 
manufacturers, because the coast duty 
of ld. per pound, which was imposed for 
the benefit of the De Beers Company, 
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had completely closed South Africa as 
a market for them. The owners of the 
local factory which was put up in Cape 
Town reaped immense benefit in conse- 
quence of the imposition of the tax 
imposed on dynamite imported from 
Europe. In a book recently published 
it was stated on the authority of Mr. 
Eckstein that previous to the war the 
cost of dynamite entailed on the mines 
a charge of no less than £500,000 on 
account of the excessive charges which 
the mineowners had to pay in the time 
of President Kruger’s Goyernment. 
What had happened? When the late 
Colonial Secretary was in South Africa 
he came to an agreement with the mine- 
owners by which they were to pay a 
tax of not over 10 per cent. In that 


way the mineowners had _— gained 
£340,000 on the profits tax and 
£500,000 on dynamite alone. They 


had also an immense advantage in 
railway rates as compared with the 
pre-war period. It was stated in Sir 
Percy Fitzpatrick’s book, “The Trans- 
vaal from Within,” that these charges 
made by the Netherland Railways were 
so excessive as to represent £1,000,000 
sterling a year. While the mineowners 
obtained these advantages as the result 
of the war, they had given us nothing. 


Another serious matter arose in con- 
nection with the discovery of the Premier 
Mine. The Colonial Secretary had during 
the past year ratified an agreement with 
the mineowners giving to them not what 
they were entitled to under the old law 
of 1898, namely, one-eighth, but four- 
tenths of the mine. The right hon. 
Gentleman now told the House that the 
Government were going to receive 
£500,000 a year of profits. He said that 
that was‘a bad bargain in every sense 
of the word, because the total number 
of white miners working the Premier 
Mine only amounted to the wretched 
number of 200 or 300. The Premier Dia- 
mond Mine consisted of 4,000 claims, and 
before the amalgamation of the De Beers 
Mines there were 40,000 white men in 
Kimberley alone on the fields. All these 
mines could have been worked by white 
labour. The washing alone did not 
exceed 2s. per ton. and the amount 
derived from a ton of soil treated 
came to something like 20s. When he 
Mr. Markham, 
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brought the matter before the House the 
answer he got was that it was necessary 
that the Government should create 4 
monopoly in diamonds, because if that 
was not done the price of diamonds would 
fall to such an extent that diamond 
mining would become unremunerative, 
That was a very curious argument for 
the Government to set up, especially 
when the price of diamonds was main- 
tained at 50s. a carat by the De Beers 
Company. He knew the influence that 
caused the Government to say that the 
price must be maintained. It was be- 
cause of the influence which the De Beers 


Company brought to bear on Lord 
Milner. If the Premier Mine had been 


thrown open there would have been an 
immense white population working on 
those fields to-day instead of the wretched 
200 or 300, and they would have brought 
up the political equilibrium in the Trans- 
vaal which to-day was in great danger, 
As to the question of security for the 
loan, he would say that, being a pro-Boer, 
he knew from his Boer friends that they 
were going to repudiate the loan and have 
nothing to do with it. He had stated 
during and since the war tuat he did not 
see how the future Transvaal Govern- 
ment could be bound by a body of alien 
German-Jews and a cosmopolitan crowd 
of financiers, who had entered into an 
agreement with the late Colonial Secre- 
tary. They had no right to bind the 
people of the Transvaal, and the Boers, 
who were the majority of the population, 
would not be bound. Unless we took 
security before granting the Transvaal 
what the Colonial Secretary called repre- 
sentative government we had not the 
remotest chance of getting a farthing. 


The Transvaal had great resources, and 
he had no hesitation in predicting that 
there would be a large surplus if economy 
was shown in the administration of the 
country; and if our Government did 
not get back from the Transvaal at 
least £30,000,000 of the war expenditure 
they would deserve very little considera- 
tion from the country. He hoped, 
however, that the Government would 
be out of office before this matter came 
to be dealt with. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had all these difficulties to face. 
All the odium fell upon the present 
Colonial Secretary, while the late Colonial 
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Secretary escaped; therefore he was|ment were not granted? He would 
truly sorry for him. As one holding | therefore implore the Government, after 
strong views about South Africa, he | all the mistakes they had committed, 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether | to give to the people of the Transvaal a 
it was not possible for him to give care- | Constitution which a free people could 
jul consideration to the opinion and advice | accept as satisfactory. 
which the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- | 
ber for West Bristol tendered a night or| Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
twoago. Unless the Government got that | said that the views of the right hon. 
security, what they would get from the | Gentleman the Colonial Secretary did 
Transvaal was not worth a farthing. 'great honour to his heart; but he took 
That, really, should be self-evident to | too generous a view of human nature. He 
the Colonial Secretary. The right hon. | absolutely told the House that it was 
Gentleman must know well the fact | far better to have a debt of honour than 
that the majority in a future representa- | a good security. If the right hon. Gentle- 
tive Assembly in the Transvaal would| man himself told him that he owed 
oppose any contribution towards the} him £100, he knew that the right 
war expenses. ‘hon. Gentleman would pay him and 
| he might not perhaps go to the Colonial 
There was another point. He had | Office and ask security. But these 
been asked by some influential Boers | cosmopolitan financiers of South Africa 
in South Africa to urge, in that House, | had not the same high sense of honour 
the justice of granting full responsible} as the right hon. Gentleman. When 
government to the Transvaal. Those| they came to dealing with those cos- 
Boers had accepted the British flag; | mopolitan gentlemen on a matter of 
they had loyally carried out their part of | £30,000,000 and a question of security 
the contract. [MINISTERIAL cries of Oh, | for it, as a matter of business he would 
oh!”] Let hon. Gentlemen opposite say | not take their honour, even if they swore 
in what particular they had not carriedout | toit. He liked security. The right hon. 
their bargain. They were now British | Gentleman asked the House to regard 
subjects, under the British flag, even if| those men as the noblest of patriots, 
they had gallantly fought in defence | and said that they had incurred great 
of their own country. What would | risks in underwriting thisloan. He defied 


be the result if these people were denied | any hon. Gentleman on either side of the 
the rights of citizenship, and a form of | House who understood City business to 
government set up which was not re- | say that these men incurred one sixpence 
presentative of the people but domi-| of risk. Let these gentlemen be taken at 
nated by the capitalist influence in| the general valuation of this House, was 
South Africa? He believed he was| it likely that they were going to incur a 
right in stating that the Boer population | great monetary risk without getting a 
in South Africa would have nothing | quid pro quo. Their quid pro quo was 
to do with a form of government which | that they got a guarantee, or promise 
was not a fully responsible government ; | that they should not have to pay more 
that they would rather have no form | than 10 per cent. on the profits of their 
of representative government at all,| mines. That was an enormous advan- 
ind that the present system should| tage. It was as if some one said 
be retained. If the ‘Transvaal was | ‘‘ Let me get an arrangement so that if 
settled why not give the people of| you do something that produces ab- 
the country responsible government ?/ solutely nothing, I will promise you 
The Boers were the majority of the | never to increase the income-tax.” The 
voting element at present, and besides | House should not run away with the 
them there were Germans and people | idea that those contractors for the loan 
of other nationalities from all parts of| were actuated by a_ patriotic spirit. 
the world. Moreover, there was a large | They did not incur the risk of loss or of 
body of dissatisfied Britishers who had | gain except in this, that part of the 
thrown in their lot with the Boers. If | bargain was that this country was to 
that was the case, what would the future | guarantee the loan to the Transvaal of 
be if a full measure of responsible govern- | £35.000,000. A large amount of that 
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money, as the right hon. Gentleman , 


knew, was to be spent in the develop- 
ment of the Transvaal; and everybody 
knew that it was a very great advan- 
tage to people who had mines to have 
a railway close to their mines. 
of the development was to make 
railways running up to their mines. 
It was a matter of pure business 
that they should undertake an obliga- 
tion in regard to the floating of this 
£10,000,000 loan; and it was uncom- 
mon good business for tnem. 


He always thought that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had many excellent qualities, but 
that their memories were defective. At 
the time the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham came back 
to this country from South Africa he said 
that our claim for £30,000,000 from the 
Transvaal was too little, but that the 
payment of that £30,000,000 was a cer- 
tainty. He had no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham believed that at the time, but 
he was entirely under a delusion. And 
what was the result ? It was that this 
country guaranteed the loan of 
£45,000,000 on the distinct understanding 
that we were to have that £30,000,000. 
Whether we should get it he did not 
know. At any rate, the payment of 
it had been put off two years; and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary now said that it might be something 
like another five or six years before we 
got it. Some might make it seven years, 
but let them cal] it five. Who was pay- 
ing the interest on this now? Why, the 
taxpayers of this country were. They 
had already paid £2,000,000 or more ; 
and in five years more they should have 
paid £7,000,000, whereas they had a 
bargain. a distinct understanding, that 
they should be relieved of that. They 
wanted the bird in the bush as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol said. [Cries of ‘‘ Bird in the 
hand.”] He was wrong in talking of a 
bird in the bush. Why, it was a bone 
in the mouth of a tiger wandering about 
the middle of South Africa. Several 
hon. Gentlemen had praised the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman because it 
was an effort of tardy repentance. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol when he was Chancellor of 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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the Exchequer was always looked upon 
as a hard-headed man of business: and 
the House did not push the matter very 
far because they were under the impres- 
sion that the right hon. Gentleman was 
of opinion, as their representative in the 
Government, that they had got security 
that they would get the money. And 
now the right hon. Gentleman blamed 
them, and told them that they ought 
to have been more careful. He held 
that the right non. Gentleman was more 
in fault for not seeing that good security 
for the money was obtained. The right 
hon. Gentleman urged the plea that 
this demand should be put off until 
the Transvaal had received what he was 
pleased to call representative govern- 
ment. He himself quite admitted that 
there was a certain point in that; but 
it was only on the supposition that the 
Transvaal was to receive real self govern- 
ment within a few months. They knew, 
however, that that would not be the case ; 
and it would be monstrous to ask the new 
Government, which did not represent the 
country or our own ideas of self govern- 
ment, to tax the people for this purpose. 


He believed it was nonsense to say that 
the Transvaal could not pay. The Trans- 
vaal could pay perfectly well. The right 
hon. Gentleman referred to the amount 
per head of the population ; but when 
most of the money went into the pockets 
of a few thousands the amount per head 
must be small. But the gentlemen who 
bad made millions and millions out of 
the covntry could pay. The poorest of 
the people in this country were taxed 
on their tea and sugar in order to save 
the shoulders of these millionaires. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke a great 
deal about the Premier Mine. He spoke 
rather as if he were promoting the com- 
pany. Let this country get that mine 
as a security. Let us say to the repre- 
sentative Government, “ You are men 
of honour ; we all trust you in England; 
but besides trusting you we should like a 
little security such as the Premier Mine ; 
allow us to earmark that so that the profit 
may go towards the payment of the 
interest on the loan.” That would be 
a very reasonable offer. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman was not fair 
to his predecessor, who he was sorry to 
read was indisposed. He made the most 
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serious accusation against his predecessor 
in office than he himself had ever heard. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he never 
admired the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham more than 
when he entered into this arrangement. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 


West Birmingham did not, at any rate, run 
away from his opinions like other people ; 
and as an honest man of business he 
would probably say that perhaps he 
had made a mistake, and that he regretted 
it. But, according to the right hon. 
Gentleman, this arrangement was the 
most admirable thing the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham ever did in his life. He 
considered that that was an insult to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He himself was 
not an indiscriminating admirer of his ; 
hut he would admit that the right hon. 
Gentleman did better things, especially 
when he sat on that side of the House. 
Was it proper to say of an able and 
intelligent man that the best thing he 
did in his life was to let himself be 
fooled for £30,000,000 sterling. If the 
right hon, Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary could get £5,000,000 for the 
liability he would advise him to accept 
it. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) said 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary had promised him 
an Answer to the Questions he submitted 
vesterday with reference to Cevlon. 
Perhaps ‘the right hon. Gentleman would 
answer now. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said the 
Colonial Secretary had taken credit 
for forbearing to force through a 


nominated Assembly in the Transvaal , 


the issue of the first part of the 
£30,000,000 loan. He agreed with him 
in that. It would have been making 
a grievous and calamitous mistake. 
The first issue would have caused friction 
and the remainder of the loan would not 
have been issued. What he wanted to 
point out, however,was that if the Colonial 
Secretary ever meant to get any money he 
must either force it through the present 
Legislative Council or else he would 
not get it all. It was important that 
the Government should make up its 
mind whether they were going to have 
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the cash and bear the discredit in the 
Transvaal of forcing it through or whether 
they were going to magnanimously give 
up any claim they might have ? He must 
confess that, in\this matter, he did not 
agree with some of his friends on his 
side of the House. He believed it was 
impossible to get this money unless it 
was forced through the Legislative 
Council. In the first place the Colonial 
Secretary was bound by the pledges of 
his predecessor. He could not raise 
the income-tax on mining profits to more 
than ten per cent., and, in the second 
place, the late Colonial Secretary pro- 
mised that nothing should be done to 
hinder the development of the Transvaal. 
He believed he was right in saving there 
was urgent need inthe Transvaal for more 
money, for more roads, for the extension 
of railways, for schools, for technical edu- 
cation, and for a great reform inthe state 
of the prisons, which were in a most shock- 
ing condition. If there were a surplus 
it was already mortgaged in anticipa- 
tion for these various objects in such 
a way as to prevent the issue of a loan. 
The third condition laid down was that 
it could only be regarded as a debt if it 
was accepted voluntarily by the people of 
the Transvaal. What was this so-called 
debt of honour. It appeared to consist 
of a particular resolution passed by 
fourteen capitalists, and certain other 
capitalist representatives, on a certain 
day, when the late Colonial Secretary met 
them. They agreed to the principle of 
the issue of a loan of £50,000,000, but 
they, and they alone, agreed. The 
great bulk of the people of the Trans- 
vaal had never been consulted about it. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Miners’ 
Association of the Transvaal are parties 
to it. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said he was. perhaps, 
underrating the number of people who 
agreed. At any rate, he was correct in 
saying that the great bulk of the popula- 
tion were lett outside the agreement. It 
had been said by the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the agreement should not be put 
into force until representative govern- 
ment was introduced. But when there 
was representative government what 
possible chance was there of the repre- 
sentative Government agreeing to the 
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payment of £30,000,000? It had been 
pointed out by his colleague the Member 
for Oldham that it would be impossible 
for anyone seeking election to the repre- 
sentative Assembly in the mining or agri- 
cultural districts of the Transvaal to issue 
anelection address in which he would say 
he was in favour of so and so and he was 
willing to give £30,000,000 towards the 
cost of the war, a war that had devas- 
tated the.very country which was now 
being asked to pay this money. It would 
be impossible to get this money, and he 
did not believe, from the point of view of 
this country, that it would be wise for 
them to try to get it. They must look at 
the matter on broad and statesmanlike 
grounds. The late Chancellor of the 
Kxchequer the Member for West Bristol 
suggested something like a bargain being 
made when representative government 
was given to the Transvaal, But it would 
be undesirable to make any bargain with 
the kind of representative Assembly the 
Government proposed to constitute. If 
they were going to have responsible 
government for the Transvaal it might 
be possible to make a bond, but not 
with such a half-and-half Assembly as 
they proposed to put up. But he went 
further. Even if any bargain were 
made with any Assembly it would give 
rise to everlasting friction. It would be 
an unusual thing to do with a country 
which was annexed. It was a wrong sys- 
tem altogether to annex a country and 
then ask it to pay an _ indemnity. 
No indemnity was ever asked from 
Alsace-Lorraine when they were annexed 
by Germany. If a country were annexed 
the Government of that country should 
not subsequently be asked for an in- 
demnity. Even though he might be in a 
minority, he was glad to have an oppor- 
tunity of putting his views before the 
House, for he felt verv strongly on the 
matter. It might be asked if he meant 
that we were to spend so much money 
and lose so many lives and get nothing 
back. He thought they might reason- 
ably ask for the £350,000 a vear which 
the British guarantee had enabled the 
Transvaal to save on the first loan, but 
he did not think the Transvaal should be 
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desired to get something out of the mine- 
owners, but he believed sound and states. 
manlike policy should shrink from such a 
course. After all, who dared say in that 
place, on whichever side he sat, that we 
went to war for the sake of the mine- 
owners of the Transvaal? We did not go 
to war for them, but in the first place 
because the Queen’s dominions were in- 
vaded, and in the second place because of 
the enormous importance of South Africa 
tothe Empire. I{ithe Government meant 
to do what he thought an unwise thing, 
levy part of the loan, they must do it 
now. But they should give up the idea 
that they would get it, or even ought to 
get it, from a representative (covernment 
in the Transvaal. 


Str EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said 
he agreed with the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down that it would be most 
unstatesmanlike to enforce anything on 
the Transvaal Government at the present 
time, whatever might be the con- 
venience to this country. This had al- 
ways appeared to him an unusual and 
highly complicated arrangement, and 
whatever view we might take about it, 
it referred to past conduct and did 
not help to get us out of our present 
difficulty. The real practical point was 
that we could not get this amount with- 
out imposing on the Transvaal, against 
the will of the people, a heavy financial 
burden. He believed if the arrangement 
originally made by the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham was allowed to 
stand, and if the attitude of the Colonial 
Secretary was adopted and we said that 








asked to pay it as an indemnity for the 
war. Jt might be asked for as a contri- 
bution to the Navy. He fully admitted 
that the average man in this country 
Mr. Eminctt. 


this was a debt of honour which we hoped, 
as soon as representative government 
was established, would be met by the 
Transvaal, that would be a miscalculation, 
and the net result would be to consider- 
ably diminish the chances of repayment. 
He felt from the financial point of view 
it would have been much better if hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had left unsaid a 
good deal of that which they had 
expressed with regard to the good faith 
and honour of the Transvaal in this 
matter. The real point was: Was this 
country justified in guaranteeing the loan 
of £35,000,000, and it appeared to him 
that the hypothecation of revenue as a 
guarantee of repayment was sound and 
adequate. He did not think there was 
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any chance of recourse being had to our 
fnancial resources. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
on a previous occasion, in an interesting 
speech, appeared to adopt the view that 
we should take somewhat strong 
measures, lay hands on the Premier Mine, 
and make the source of revenue accruing 
from that mine our chance of repayment. 
He differed from the advice given by 
the right hon. Gentleman. Any attempt 
that we made to use the revenue coming 
from that mine on account of our dis- 
trust of the new form of Government in 
the Transvaal, would be regarded as an 
act of suspicion by the citizens of the 
Transvaal and would very much diminish 
our chance of obtaming payment of the 
£30,000.000. He urged the Government 
not to take advice from any quarter 
which might lead them to take such 
action as might be construed as distrust- 
ful of the new Government’s intention 
to fulfil its obligations. 


Me. JOHN BURNS said he wanted, 
if he might, to congratulate the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon, Eifion, whose rising 
was received by the exodus of hon. Mem- 
bers from the House, on the way, after 
five vears of misrepresentation. abuse, and 
clumny, in which his views on South 
Africa and the war in South Africa had 
been justified. He also desired to say 
how much better it would have been 
lad the House accepted the view of the 
hon. Member and that put forward by 
the Leader of the Opposition. Although 
this country had been guilty of a mean 
action in entering upon an unwarrantable 
and dishonourable war at the instance 
i not the mineowners directly, but as a 
consequence of the Jameson Raid, with- 
out which there would have been no war 
it all. that was no reason why this 
country should at this moment follow up 
that mean action by another, and it 
vould be mean indeed for us who were 
sponsible for breaking up homes, for 
(estroving crops, and bringing misery and 
destitution where rough comfort pre- 
valled, to ask the people of the Transvaal 
to undertake the obligation of paying 
cut of their slender and impoverished 
resources £30,000.000 which the mine- 
owners did promise, though it would 
tot, in his opinion, be a breach of faith 
on their part if they did not pay it. He 
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held the view of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Bristol, who 
had made the most clear and cautious 
speech he had ever heard on the South 
African problem. We could not enforce 
payment of this £30,000,000, nor could 
we put it on the Transvaal, save as a 
debt of honour. 

He was surprised at the Colonial 
Secretary being so sensitive of criticism 
with regard to the mineowners. 
The right hon. Gentleman had no right 
to defend them in the way he had done. 
He had no doubt that if the mineowners, 
who were now using the opportunity 
to shuffle out of their obligations, were 
brought before a jury at the Old Bailey 
thev would be kept to their promise 
and, failing that, would go for a term of 
hard labour for having treated this 
country in the way they had. They 
were too strong for the late Colonial 
Secretary, and the present Colonial 
Secretary would have to exercise tre- 
mendous pressure if he was to succeed. 
Every promise they had made they had 
evaded. One of the conditions of our get- 
ting the £30,000,000 was that they should 
have facilities for developing the country. 
Chinese labour was the first facility ! 
But how differently the Colonial Office 
treated the demands of the mineowners 
as compared with Mr. Kruger, who, 
when asked to allow Asiatic labour, de- 
clined on the ground that South Africa 
was a white man’s country, especially 
so far as open work or work in the Premier 
Mine was concerned. When the mine- 
owners said that unless such labour were 
permitted the mines could not be properly 
worked, Mr. Kruger simply said what the 
Colonial Office ought to have said—that 
if they would not work the mines in the 
interests of South Africa the Government 


would. He wished there had _ been 
a man of Mr. Kruger’s character, 


strength of mind, and determination at 
the Colonial Office during the last few 
years; there would not then have been 
an expenditure of £250,000,000 on the 
war, a request for £30,000,000 from the 


mineowners, or the imposition of the 


degradation of Chinese labour upon 
South Africa and the British race. There 


was also the question of cheap dynamite. 
That had been given them, but they had 
no idea of giving any quid pro quo— 
which, by the way, they pronounced 
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quids pro quo. Although they had se- 
cured so many advantages they now 
boggled over paying their share of the 
cost of the war. 


But the point he wished to urge 
was as to the Government having a 
greater lien or security on the Premier 
Mine. He warned the Colonial Secre- 
tary that unless he secured for the British 
people, or for the people of the Transvaal 
and South Africa generally, the major 
share of the interest in the Premier 
Mine before the Legislative Council 
was elected, the mineowners would so 
gerrymander the vote, as they did in 
regard to Chinese labour, that every man 
elected would support the proposal to 
sell the Transvaal share in the Premier 
Mine to companies such as were now 
engaged in corrupting the constituencies 
with that very object. To allow this 
valuable asset to slip from the hands of 
the Transvaal people would be a crime 
which many would afterwards regret. 
He appealed to the Colonial Secretary 
not to part with this revenue of £400,000 
a year from the Premier Mine, and, before 
the Legislative Council was elected, so 
to control the distribution of the money 
as to render impossible its sale for 
£3,000,000 or £4,000,000 to a syndicate 
now in course of formation. Unless 
the threatened gerrymandering was 
prevented it would lead to one of the 
most disastrous blunders and crimes 
even in the history of South Africa. 
The Government had not been wise 
before the event. Their lack of patience 
and temper, their insufficient knowledge 
and intelligence before the war, prac- 
tically placed South Africa in the hands 
of a gang of unscrupulous mineowners, 
who reminded him of Dr. Johnson’s 
words that “patriotism was always the 
last refuge of the scoundrel.” The 
country had had a sample of their handi- 
work ; we had lost life, property, credit, 
and prestige, and events might eventually 
prove that we had lost a continent. 
He begged the Government not to 
facilitate that loss of a continent, 
but to give Lord Selborne such instruc- 
tions that he would sit on the necks 
of these cosmopolitan financiers who 
had played ducks and drakes with our 
honour and credit in South Africa. 
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cumstances had changed. The men who 
flew to the guns five years ago to save 
England from losing South Africa did 
not feel that way now. The rich men 
in South Africa now took the view thet 
unless the Government carefully guided 
affairs through the stormy period of 
the next few years we should witness 
the best of the Britons and the whole 
of the Boers linked up by a common 
aim and destiny against the mineowners 
who had betrayed the Government’s 
trust and treated Boer and Briton 
in an unjust and scandalous way, and 
when that day came not 20,000, nor even 
100,000, soldiers would be svfficient to 
hold South Africa. He, therefore, begged 
the Government to be warned in time 
by a pro-Boer who had had his windows 
smashed, and who, if Lord Selborne 
required help, would be glad to put them 
on the right track. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said a great deal had been urged 


as to the need of consideration for the 
mineowners, on the one side, and for 
the Boers on the other, but he wished to 
say a word about the need of considera- 
tion for the poor taxpayer of this country. 
He calculated that the non-payment of 
this £30,000,000 meant a loss of about 
l7s. per head of the population of this 
country, or about four guineas to the 
head of a family. That was a small 
matter to Members of the House, but 


'to men with wages of 24s. a week it was 


a very serious consideration, especially 
when it was remembered that for the last 
five years these poor taxpayers had been 
paying, directly or indirectly, higher 
prices for almost everything they had to 
buy. He therefore refused to assent to 
the view that mineowners or Boers 
should be considered before these tax- 
payers, of whom he represented some 
15,000. Of course, he deprecated the 
taking of any step which would place 
upon the Boer population of the Trans- 
vaal an unfair burden. The farming and 
pastoral Boers had no hand in bringing 
about the war ; and to call upon them to 
pay this money would be both unfair and 
unwise. According to the Colonial Secre- 
tary, this money was to be regarded as 
a debt of honour. But the mineowners 


It should not be forgotten that cir- | who guaranteed it were perfectly able 


Mr. Johns Burns. 
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to pay it now, and if they refused to 
recognise it as a debt of honour now, they 
were not likely to recognise it later on. 
He submitted that it was perfectly pos- 
sible to devise means for securing to this 
country the payment of the £30,000,000 
without inflicting any unfair tax on the 
Boer population. Measures might be 
adopted with regard to the mines which 
would bring in sufficient revenue to 
liquidate gradually this debt of honour. 
There were large tracts of metalliferous 
country held by mineowners at nominal 
rentals, and to which they had no legal 
claim. Why should they not pay a fair 
rent for those lands? And what about 
the mining royalties ? Instead of repro- 
ducing the system which obtained in this 
country, the Government might have 
commenced de novo, and have insisted 


that all mines should belong to the State, , 


that the revenue from them should go to 
the State, and that if the working of the 
mines was let out to corporations or in- 
dividuals a proper royalty should be paid 
to the State. Such royalties would pro- 
duce a revenue which would soon liquidate 
this so-called debt of honour. He did 
not wish to go back on the miserable 
past, but it was significant that man 
after man, Colonial Secretary after 
Colonial Secratary, should appear to be 
caught in the net of these South African 
mineowners and to dance like puppets at 
their bidding. The Colonial Secretary 
never rose in his place without saying 
something in defence of the mineowners, 
very little for the Boers, and nothing at 
all for the taxpayers of thiscountry. In 
the name of his constituents and the 
people of this country, he claimed that 
the Government ought to do everything 
in its power to see that the obligation of 
the mineowners in South Africa was 
properly carried out. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that, representing a great industrial com- 
munity numbering nearly 250,000 souls, 
he claimed that they ought to insist 
upon the payment in full of the millions 
of money {which this country had ad- 


vanced to the mineowners of South , 


Africa. He did not suppose there was any 
hon. Member of this House who would 
have the heart to go to the distressed, 
starving, ruined, heart-broken agricul- 
turists of the Transvaal in order to tax 
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them further with regard to the devasta- 
ting war which this country had levied 
upon them. If there had been no gold- 
fields in South Africa there would have 
been no war. Professor Lecky, in 
anticipating the events in South Africa. 
said there was a strong vein of gold 
running through all the negotiations. 
When they were voting those millions 
for the supplies of the Army in the 
field, it was repeatedly stated that 
the cost would be repaid, not from the 
agricultural industry, but from the vast 
and almost inexhaustible wealth of the 
gold and diamond mines. From that 
bargain they ought not to budge one 
inch, and they should hold the mine- 
owners to it, and make them repay in 
full every penny which they had guaran- 


teed to pay. The Colonial Secretary 
worked himself into a state of uncon- 
trollable excitement and _ indignation 
because they were not willing to 


worship at the feet of these men who 
had pledged their word of honour. 
The Colonial Secretary was a lawyer 
of considerable eminence as well as a 
politician, and he was inclined to 
believe that it would have been better 
if the right hon. Gentleman had made a 
plain confession instead of leading them 
along this fool’s paradise still, further 
than they had gone. If he had declared 
that his Government did enter into a 
certain business transaction in which 
they had been absolutely worsted, and 
advanced millions without an atom of 
security ; and if he had admitted that it 
would depend upon the moral obligation 
of those who borrowed whether they 
repaid or not, then they would have 
cheered the Colonial Secretary and looked 
upon him as a man of courage and deter- 
mination. But the right hon. Gentleman 
rode off upon another issue, and he 
wanted them to accept without a doubt 
the word of honour of a band of men 
who were mostly foreigners, and who 
had no sympathy with the people of 
this country. 


holding hundreds 
of millions of valuable assets in 
British colonies which had been won 
by British money and British soldiers. 
He could conceive only one business wav 
of dealing with them. and if he could 
have his way he would exercise the 


Those men were 
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authority of Parliament to extract from 
this endless wealth which the mines 
gave a repayment at least of the 
money advanced after the war was 
ended. This money had to be paid by 
the British taxpayers generally, who 
had no direct means of organising them- 
selves to influence the Government to 
insist upoa the reclamation of this money. 
What would have taken place if this 
£30,000,000 had been owed to a few 
City of London financiers, and the people 
owing it had been the inhabitants of 
some small South American Republic. 
They all knew what would have happened. 
Not long ago when there was something 
interesting to the financiers of this 
country and of Germany we_ joined 
forces with Germany and sent a demand 
over the seas in the form of ships be- 
longing to the British Navy to enforce 
the debt of some private persons. He 
was aware that they could not send 
ships to the Transvaal, but they could 
send other authority equally effective. 
He did not think he was extreme in 
saying that whilst the wealth was there. 
and the debt was owing, the British 
Government ought to see that every 
farthing of the debt was paid in full to 
the British taxpayers. Why should his 
poor constituents have now to pay poor 
rates to keep the men who had _ been 
maimed and ruined for life in the South 
African War, who were now within the 
walls of the workhouses being main- 
tained out of the rates which were being 
paid by people almost as poor as them- 
selves. These vast sums of money 
were advanced to facilitate the working 
of the mines in order that profits might 
be made for the shareholders. Surely 
ths was an occasion where they should 
use no rose-water methods, but where it 
should be clearly understood that now, 
or some time in the near future, this 
money must be repaid in an honourable 
and straightforward manner, or else 
means must be adopted to secure it. 

The Colonial Secretary said they could 
not force it through the Legislative 
Council now, and they must wait until 
there was a proper constitutional 
authority created in Johannesburg in 
order that they might take up this 
liability. Could the Colonial Secretary 
give them his word of honour that 


when this popularly elected Assembly 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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met they would acknowledge the obli- 
gation agreed to at a public meeting 
of mineowners and their nominees? 
He would not give them his word of 
honour nor a word of hope or encourage- 
ment that he believed that this liability 
would be taken up and acknowledged 
by the newly constituted authority in 
Johannesburg. Nothing of the kind. 
There would be a Parliament elected in 
this country he hoped before many vears 
were over, although the present Govern- 
ment was very much like the Mad Mullah, 
always in hot water, but they never would 
dissolve. Such a new Parliament wouldnot 
be called upon to redeem pledges given 
by a dozen men in the City of London, 
and neither would this public authority 
feel itself called upon to honour an 
engagement entered into by private 
persons who were clamouring not for 
the welfare of the country but for in- 
creased profits out of their own mines. 
Some of his hon. friends had discussed 
this matter in a tone that would lead 
people to think that they would willingly 
give up this £30,000,000, but he for one 
was not going to budge ene inch of the 
ground in the direction of giving away 
one farthing of that £30,000,000 if he 
could help it, so long as there was any 
wealth in the mines of the Transvaal. 
and means of making the mineowners 
liquidate their honourable engagements. 
He hoped that any South African authori- 
ties who read this debate would not be 
lead astray by any admissions or sug- 
gestions of that kind, because he believed 
that the next Parliament, when elected, 
would insist upon a full, ample, and ex- 
haustive return of the money which had 
been spent in the interests of the mine- 
owners and in their interests alone. 
They had a right to insist upon the return 
of those vast sums of money which had 
been taken out of the pockets of the 
British taxpayer. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
he felt bound as an Irish Member to 
express the hope that under no circum- 


stances would any portion of this 
£30,000,000 of debt be remitted. What 


fell from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham after 
his visit to South Africa induced the 
House to give the guarantee of the Im- 
perial Exchequer for the £35.000,000 
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Joan, and the consideration held out to 
the House was that the people of the 
Transvail, and especially the owners 
of the mines, would contribute £30,000,000 
so as to make together £65,000,000 
for the setting up of the colony. Ireland 
stood in a peculiar position, because the 
(hilders’ Commission some years ago 
showed that it was overtaxed to the 
extent of between £2,000,000 and 
£3,000.000,. Why should Ireland stand 
aside end allow this £30,000,000 to be, 
as it were, given as a present to this South 
African colony? It was no concern 
of the people of Ireland that the principal 


burden might fall upon the South 
African mineowners. They were very 
well able to bear it. They indulged 


in every luxury, and they were in the 
enjoyment of great wealth. The people 
of Ireland were the worst clothed, the 
worst fed, and the poorest in Europe, and 
they were overtaxed to the extent he 
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complained in vain of its over-taxation ? 
Within the last day or two, when the 
Irish land question was under discussion, 
it was stated from the Treasury bench 
that one of the difficulties in carrying 
out the Land Act of 1903 was the Ex- 
chequer difficulty. While there were con- 
tracts for the purchase of land to the 
extent of about £25,000,000, an amount 
likely to be doubled in a short time, the 
property could not be transferred because 
the Exchequer could not see its way 
to advance more than £5,000,000 a year. 
Was that argument. to be used against 
the carrying outof this beneficent measure, 
while at the same time the Ministry was 
to assent to remit £30,000,000 really to the 
mineowners and capitalists of South 
Africa ? He made no apology for entering 
bis protest against remitting that sum 
while the argument was advanced that 
the Land Act must be blocked for want 
of money. 
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Seely and Mr. M‘Crae. 


Committee sat 


The 


doth agree with the Committee in the for days and examined sixty-eight wit- 
,hesses, including Dr. Hichholz, Colonel 
Lamb of the Salvation Army, Mr. C. S. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) Loch, Mr.Charles Booth, and the right hon. 
said as a sum of money for the Board of Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 


said Resolution,” 


Education was included in the Vote he 
desired to ask a Question with reference 
to the physical condition of the children 
of the working classes in the schools and 
particularly as regarded lack of food in 
many cases. On September 2nd, 1903, the 
Board of Education appointed what was 
called the Physical Deterioration Com- 
mittee of which Mr. Almeric W. FitzRoy 


University. 


dren. 


The Report of that Com- 


mittee was one of the most important of 
State documents which the House had 
ever had before it. 
whole condition of the working classes 
and with the physical condition of chil- 
On this Vote, however, he must 
confine his remarks to the recommenda- 
tions regarding children. 


It dealt with the 


He complained 
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that so long a time should have been 
allowed to elapse without anything 
practical having emerged. The Report 
recommended that a survey should 
be made year by year of the children 
in the schools so that reliable data might 
be obtained as to the effect of school life 
on the physique of the nation, and also 
better physical training generally. It urged 
the systematic medical inspection of 
children in the poorer schools as regarded 
eyes, teeth, and ears, and made two 
proposals for legislation, one for the 
prohibition of cigarette smoking by 
small boys, and another with regard to 
the provision of food for children who 
attended school, and who were suffering 
permanently from mal-nutrition. 


Nothing more cynical had ever come 
under his notice than the disregard shown 
by the Board of Education for this vitally 
important question of the physical con- 
dition of working-class children, particu- 
larly in the matter of food. He was 
himself formerly a teacher in an extremely 
poor school in Bristol. He had under 
his care about 300 working-class boys. 
About thirty of them did not go home 
at all during the dinner hour because 
there was nothing to go home to; and 
about sixty brought to school a paper 
parcel containing a rough crust of bread 
and perhaps a raw onion, or some bread 
and margarine, or similar food. These 
two figures accounted for nearly one- 
third of the boys, and the case was typical 
of all slum areas in our big cities at the 
present time. He well remembered see- 
ing two brothers, with the hoar frost on 
the playground still white at mid-day, 
sharing between them a cold turnip 
for their mid-day meal. They could not 
build Empire on that kind of thing. 
Yet it could be ended to a great extent 
by the administrative action of the Board 
of Education. The witnesses spoke 
most pathetically of this lack of food. 
The master of the Victory Place School 
at Walworth in his evidence stated 
that the boys were not in a fit condition 
to receive instruction. He added that 
he sent to a baker’s for all the driest 
crusts he had in his shop, and the boys 
ate them ravenously, though they did 
not know he was observing them. Miss 
Deverell, an inspectress under the Board 
of Education, stated the master of one 
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got most of their meals by meeting 
workmen’s trains and begging scraps 
from the men. : 

What was going to be done about 
this? This thing could not be per. 
mitted to continue any longer. There 
was abundant evidence, including the 
testimony of Dr. Eichholz, as to the 
lamentable lack of proper food ascertained 
among the school children of the poorer 
districts, including the adjoining district 
of Lambeth. The whole question centred 
round feeding. There was, tirst of all, 
the want of food, then the irregularity 
of the food, and, thirdly, its unsuitability, 
These were the determining causes of 
the degeneracy of the children. Where 
was the raw material for the Army and 
Navy to come from if that state of 
things continued. The breakfast of these 
children was bread and margarine, and 
their dinner was only what could be 
obtained at a fried fish shop for a penny, 
Within a gunshot of the Guildhall, the 
master of the school reported that several 
boys came without breakfast, and the 
mother of one boy came in the afternoon 
to the school with scraps of bread. He 
himself had seen the miserable condition 
of many of the puny little scraps of 
humanity upon whose weak shoulders 
the burden of the Empire would ulti- 
mately rest. No child in this country 
ought to be hungry. The great bulk of 
parents cheerfully made unknown sacri- 
fices to provide for their children, but 
they must attend to the child in any case 
before pursuing the neglectful parent. 
He was not asking that they should in 
any way undermine parental responsi- 
bility. In all the great Continental 
cities they were attending to this question, 
and in Paris they had a coupon system 
whereby 8,000,000 meals were provided 
at a cost of £70,000, of which the parents 
paid about £20,000 by way of coupons. 
£15,000 came from voluntary contribu- 
tions, and there wes only £45,000 asa 
public charge. In London such a system 
could not possibly cost more than a 
halfpenny in the pound, and that extra 
halfpenny would ensure that much of 
the Is. 2d. rate was not, as at present, 
wasted where it was most wanted. The 
rate at present was 14d. in the pound, but 
the expenditure was altogether wasted 
where it was most needed because of the 


school informed her that the children} physical condition of the children, and 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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what the Londoner had to ask himself 
was whether he would go on paying this 
l4d. with the assured knowledge that the 
whole of it was wasted where it was 
most needed, or make it 143d. with the 
assured knowledge that he would have 
a beneficent result from the whole of 
the expenditure. This was not a scheme 
for undermining parental responsibility 
at all; it was a scheme for developing 
parental responsibility, and for securing 
to the children who would ultimately 
be the stewards of this Empire what 
every child now had in all Continental 
cities, viz., one square meal a day, 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that this was a matter not 
for the Board of Education only, but for 
the whole Government. Before the Re- 
port of the Physical Deterioration Com- 
mittee, there was the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Physical Training 
in Scotland, which revealed with regard 
to Scotland matters quite as serious as 
those brought to light by the later 
Report with regard to the whole of the 
United Kingdom. The question con- 
cerned the Home Office, the Local Govern- 
ment Board, the Board of Education, 
the Insh Office, and the Scotch Office. 
All those Departments ought to have 


read and studied this Report, and its, 


entire neglect by the Government had 
filled him with consternation. The Board 
of Education appeared to be the only 
Department which had moved in the 
matter; they had drawn up a syllabus of 
instruction in domestic economy, and 
appointed another Committee to make 
further inquiries. The time for inquiry 
was past; the time for action had come ; 
and it was most discreditable to our 
powers of administration and legislation 
that after so exhaustive an inquiry 
into so important a subject*the Depart- 
ments concerned had not vet declared 
what recommendation they intended to 
adopt and why they refused others. He 
reminded the Secretary to the Board of 
Education that Dr. Eichholz’s evidence 
Was civen in November, 1905, that his in- 
vestigations were conducted by order of 
the Board of Education for the purpose 
of giving evidence before this Committee, 
and that no doubt had ever been thrown 


upon Dr. Eichholz’s accuracy or compet- 
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ence. The Report of the Committee was 
made in July, and it was not until March 
that it occurred to the Board of Educa- 
tion that further inquiry was necessary. 
He hoped before the session was over 
positive declarations wou'd be made by 
the various Departments concerned as 
to what steps they intended to take to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Committee or to deal with the great evil 
which that Report had shown to exist. 
For his part he promised—and he hoped 
the hon. Member for Camberwell would 
join him—that on every possible occasion 
he would bring the matter before the 
House—on Scotch Estimates, Irish Esti- 
mates, and the Scotch Education Bill. 
The Government would not get rid of him 
until they took the matter up seriously 
and treated the interests of these children 
as they would the interests of any power- 
ful body of constituents whose votes 
they were anxious to secure. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY © ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lowe, Bristol, 
S.) said that as he was at the head 
of the Local Government Board at 
the time this Report was issued he 
might be allowed to say a word. The 
view taken by the Local Government 
Board was that there was a great deal 
in the Report which could not be dealt 
with without legislation, and that what 
could be done by administration would 
require careful examination not only by 
the Department, but also by their medical 
advisers. He did not remember anything 
in the Report with which his Department 
could have dealt with effectively immedi- 
ately. After all, they had nothing to 
do with childien in school. The Local 
Government Board were concerned with 
matters affecting the general health of 
the people, and taey could not accept 
any charge that they had neglected that 
duty in any particular. 


Sim JOHN GORST referred to the 
recommendation that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should make regulations as 
to the supply of milk. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that one 
of the last things he did before leaving 
2G 
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the Local Government Board was to 
obtain the sanction of the Treasury to 
an additional staff to carry on certain 
work in connection with the Adulteration 
of Food Acts, so as to be able to keep 
local authorities up to the mark in that 
respect. One of the everyday duties of 
the Board was to receive reports from 
local authorities and to ascertain what 


they were doing. During the last few. 


years there had been a remarkable im- 
provement in the activity of local authori- 
ties with regard to impurities in milk and 
other articles of food, and in order that 
the Board might do the work thrust upon 
them by the last Adulteration of Food 
(Amendment) Act they had increased 
their staff so that the work might be 
thoroughly supervised and properly done. 
Therefore, he did not think that the 
charge of incompetency could be levelled 
against that Department, and certainly 
if anything could be done to improve the 


administration the House could rest 
assured that it would be done. 
*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY to rHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1am Anson, Oxford Univer- 
sity) said that the Board of Education 
was powerless to provide for the feeding 
of children in the elementary schools. 
When the Board was charged with being 
slack in carrying out the recommenda- 
tions of this Committee he must remind 
the House that the Report was issued 
only last July, and that throughout the 
autumn he had been inquiring of persons 


with a practical acquaintance of the | 


life of the poor as to how this question— 
which became the difficult the 
nearer it was approached—could be dealt 
with. It was not a new question. The 
children had not lapsed into this underfed 
condition in the last two or three years, 
and he had in vain searched the Depart- 
ment for any record of the interest taken 
in it by the right hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge University during all the vears he 


more 


was In office. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that in 1899, 
in introducing the Education Estimates, 
> told the House that most of the money 
wis being wasted because the children 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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in the schools were not in a fit condition 
to be instructed. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that he 
was glad that after four vears of official 
life the right hon. Gentleman had paid 
attention to the subject. Some part of 
the Committee’s recommendations con- 
cerned the Poor Law administration. Tf 
children came to school in a_ starved 
condition, urely the managers could 
bring the parents of those children under 
the operation of the Poor Law or the law 
directed against cruelty to and neglect of 
children. But the evil lay deeper than 
the coming to school occasionally of 
underfed children. They ought to get 
to know exactly what were the conditions 
as to the children who dailv attended 
school. The evidence was uncertain, 
The London School Board placed the 
number of children attending school who 
were hungry at 10,000 in one vear, by 
Dr. Eichholz it was calculated at 60,000, 
and later at 122,000. Thev desired to 
know what was the precise extent and 
nature of the evil complained of. It was 
a question of the physical condition of 
children varving very much in character. 
There were the children who had been 
ill-fed or ill-eared for from infancy, and 
who were so backward in development as 
to require a different course of study. 
Then there were the cases in which 
children were occasionally left without 
food because of illness or want of em- 
ployment of the parents. These cases 
needed different treatment. He was 
told that where meals were supplied 
on the school premises the immediate 
result was that the parents relied wholly 
on charitable effort. This administra- 
tion of meals ought to be conducted with 
the greatest care. To take away from 
the parents the duty of supplying meals 
for their children, and to break up family 
life by inducing the children to have their 
meals regularly at school, might have 
disastrous results socially. What it was 
necessay to get at was the extent of the 
eviland the proper remedy. Neither was 
known at present. It was not fair to 
attack the Department for negligence in a 
matter of such pathetic importance when 
the essential facts were not known and 
when a false step might have such serious 
consequences. 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the The House divided :—Ayes, ; Noes, 
clock, Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to Standing | 183. (Division List No. ag 
Order No. 15, put that Question. 

AYES. 

Agg- Gardner, James Tynte Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Agne w, Sir Andrew Noel Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEdeu | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Anson, Sir William Rey nell Faber, Edmund Bb. (Hants, W. | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hon.Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Bale irres, Lord 

ulfour,jRt.Hn. A. A) (Manch’r) 
aallous, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Fredk. George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 


Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F. (Middles’x 
Brasse vy; — 

Brodrick, . Hn. St. John 


~s Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore. 
‘hamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
‘hapman, Edward 

‘live, Captain Percy A 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt.Hon. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

aang Sa Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cust, He snry John C. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 





| Fitzroy, Hn. 
| Flannery, Sir 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose 
Edward Algernon 
Fortescue 

Sir Ernest 


Henry William 


Flower, 
Forster, 


| Galloway, William Johnson 





| Gardner, 


Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredkr. 
Gordon, Hn J. ( Elgin& Nairn) 
Cordon, Maj. Evans-(1’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.N.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrerce,SirJoseph( Monm’ th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( YorksN.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
ir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
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Lees, S 





| M‘Calmont, 


Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Colonel James 


| M‘Iver,SirLewis (EdinburghW 


| Marks, 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Harry Hananel 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt’n 


| Morgan, D. J. 


Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
(Walthamstow) 
Viscount 

James Arcnibald 


Morpeth, 
Morrison, 


| Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray, Charles J. 


(¢ ‘oventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Myers, William Henry 

Hamilton, Rt Hn. Lord G (Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry | 


| Parkes, 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Ebenezer 


| Peel, Hn. Wm Robert,Wellesley 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley | 


Pemberton. John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pier point, Robert 
Pilkington. Colonel Richard 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 





Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick. George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon, James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. had (Liverpool) 
Samuel, Sir H. 8. (Limehouse) 





879 Civil Services and Revenue 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East ! 


Smith, H. C. (North’mbTynes’d 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Staaley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.j(Oxf’'d Univ. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, FE. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S&.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin. Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


C.5. 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson. Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 


NOES. 


Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffiths, Ellig J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie.J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks, 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O° Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon, 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks Robert William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy. M. 

Redmond, John FE. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowden 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles FE. 

Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Eraest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
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Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 


EVENING SITTING. 


PROTECTIONIST PROPOSALS. 

*Me. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
that the substance of the Motion he had 
the honour to move was taken from the 
speech of the right hon. Member for West 
sirmingham at Glasgow in October, 1905. 
In that speech the late Colonial Secretary 
advocated a preferential taritf arrange- 
ment with the Colonies, with a tix on 
food and a 10 per cent. duty on imported 
manulactured goods. The first branch 
of the Motion had been dealt with a short 
time ago by his hon. friend the Member 
for Oldham. The Colonial Secretary in 
his reply objected to the form of the 
Resolution and said— 

“Let us get out of a bewildering and endless 
maze into the safer region of a concrete pro- 
position 


He now proposed to deal with the | 
second branch of the subject. in regard | 


to which no fault could be found, as the 
wording of the Resolution was sufficiently 
concrete, and in doing so he would like to 
call attention to certain statements which 
had been made in regard to it. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham in his speech at 
Glasgow said— 


* Now a moderate duty on all manufactured 
goods, not exceeding 10 per cent. on the average, 
but varying according to the amount of labour 
in these goods—that is to say, putting the 
higher rate on the finished manufactures upon 
which most labour would be employed in this 
country, and the lower duty on goods in which 
very little or less labour has been employed— 
a duty, I say, averaging 10 per cent., would 
give to the Exchequer at least £9,000,000 a 
Year. 


Whilst the Prime Minister at Edinburgh 
during the previous autumn said— 


‘A protective policy, as I understand it, is 
a policy which aims at supporting or creating 
home industries by 1aising home prices... . 
The means by which it attains tnat object is 
by the manipulation of a fiscal system to raise 
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White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 
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Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthu:. 


home prices. If the home prices are not raised 
the industry is not encouraged.” 
| And later at Manchester—the “sheet of 
notepaper” speech, said— 

‘Fourth and last—I do not desire to raise 


home prices for the purpose of aiding home pro- 
duction.” 


The point he was anxious to enforce 
was that the country had noted a distinct 
difference of opinion between the views 
of the Prime Minister and those of the 
late Colonial Secretary. The late Colonial 
Secretary expected that one of the results 
of his policy would be to raise home 
prices for imported articles. The ob- 
jects of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham were admir- 
able, as all would agree. his desire being 
to increase labour and wages at home and 
leave a large surplus in the Exchequer. 
He, however, submitted that the-end did 
not justify the means. Tf, as the night 
hon. Gentleman expected, a duty of 10 per 





|cent. excluded foreign competition, the 
/home market could not have the same 
supply in proportion to the demand, and 
prices must therefore rise. If the 
foreigner was only partly excluded by 
the import duty, the prices would rise in 
proportion to the extent of the exclu- 
/sion; and the Birmingham policy sug- 
| gested that he would pay the whole of the 
| 10 percent. rather than be excluded at all. 
Was there any hon. Member who believed 
that this would be the case? But it 
was said that this was an academic 
question, and that no action was to 
be taken to further the fiscal policy 
|during the lifetime of this Parliament. 
'It might be an academic question to 
| the Government and their supporters ; 
| but it was neither an academic question 
|in the country nor for the future of the 
| Conservative Party. The Conservative 
| candidate for Bute in his recent election 
address said he was a supporter of the 
| policy of the Prime Minister— 





| “Who {had declared that policy in unmis- 
| takable terms.” 
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That statement had highly delighted 
the electors because Scotch constitu- 
encies had been trying to find out 
what that policy was, Unfortunately 
for this Gentleman, however, the Scotch 
electors had a habit of heckling, and at 
one of the meetings he was asked whether 
he was a subscriber to the Tariff League, 
to which he replicd— 

“Tam; and [am asupporter of Mr. Cham- 
berlain.” 


Protectionist 


The result of that election was known, 
and yet it was said that the seat was lost to 
the Unionists owing to the misrepresenta- 
tions of Liberal speakers. He was sorry, 
having regard to the number of hon. and 
right hon. Gentlemen who had supported 
the right hon. Member for Birmingham 
at the various meetings he had addressed, 
that there was not a larger Unionist 
attendance that evening. The Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
who presided at a meeting at Tynemouth 
in October, 1903, said— 

“Mr. Chamberlain had gone to plough a 
furrow of his own, but it was not a ‘lonely 
furrow.’ For all his objects Mr. Chamberlain 
carried with him the hearty approval of his 
colleagues in the Government he had left.” 

He was, however, pleased to see the hon. 
and gallant Member for Central Sheffield, 
“amid the faithless faithful only he,” 
in his place. The action of the Prime 
Minister with regard to this Motion had 
been the old Indian policy of masterly 
inactivity, but he (Mr. Ainsworth) thought 
the result of the division that evening 
would be to place the Prime Minister 
in a more independent position than he 
had been for long. They were all of 
opinion that the policy of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham was played 
out, and the Prime Minister had scored 
all round. He begged to move. 


Mr. RICHARD CAVENDISH (Lan- 
cashire, North Lonsdale), in rising to 
second the Resolution, said be should like 
to express the regret which they all felt 
at the enforced absence of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham, and the 
hope that they might soon again have the 
pleasure of hearing him take part in these 
fiscal debates. He also expressed grati- 
tude to the Prime Minister for allowing 
this Motion to be discussed and voted 
upon without any official hindrance on 
the part of the Government. He felt 


Mr. Ainsworth. 
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he could speak for those Unionists below 
the gangway who had remained true to 
the principles of free trade when he said 
they were deeply grateful to the Govern- 
ment for allowing the question, for the 
first time since this controversy began, 
to be decided on the merits. Speaking 
for himself, he believed the Government 
would have been well advised if they had 
adopted this course from the outset. It 
would have been not only better for the 
Unionist Party, but more in accordance 
with the traditions and dignity of the 


House. Objection had been taken to this 
Motion that it raised an abstract or 


academic question, but that, as had been 
shown, was not the case. Taking the 
situation as it existed to-day, he covld 
conceive of many interesting abstract 
Resolutions. They might bavea Motion 
as to whether discretion was the better 
part of valour. They might have a 
Motion as to whether when one is suffer- 
ing defeat it is better to stand up to the 


foe to the end or to take the defeat lying 


down. Or they might have a Motion— 
Is moral covrage a political virtue / All 
these subjects would, he was sure, cause 
very interesting debates, though they 
might not “enable Members upon whose 
assiduity the existence of the (rovera- 
ment depends to enjoy those social fune- 
tions for which the new rules of procedure 
were specially intended to provide 
opportunities.” 


The Motion before the House dealt with 
the proposals of the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham, and had nothing what- 
ever to do with any other proposals, least 
of all had it anything to do with the 
fiscal changes that were in contem- 
plation by the Government. He was 
thankful that it did not fall to his task 
to explain what the fiscal proposals of 
the Government were, but, whatever 
they might be, he felt certain they con- 
tained nothing in the nature of a general 
tariff on manufactured or semi-manu- 
factured articles. That being he 
hoped to see most of the members of 
the Government and their supporters go 
into the lobby in support of this Motion. 
The first and primary duty of the sup- 
porters of tariff reform was to show 
that these changes were urgent and 
necessary. During the last year and a 


sO, 


_ half they had told the people that our 
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trade would be destroyed ; that if some- 
thing was not done speedily disastrous 
consequences would ensue. Most gloomy 
prophecies were made, but it was 
a notorious fact that not one of those 
dismal prophecies had been realised. 
On the contrary, every one had been 
falsified. and instead of the trade and 
commerce of the country getting worse 
and worse it had risen to a higher and 
ever higher level. That fact needed no 
statistics to support it, but out of respect 
to the consistency and courage of the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield, who 
he understood was going to move an 
Amendment, he would make one quota- 
tion which he obtained from the Engineer- 
ing Supplement of The Times that morn- 
ing. It was dated “Sheffield, March 17th.” 

* This is the company meeting season in 
Shetteld. Just at present the big firms and the 
investing public are thinking more of dividends 
than of engineering schemes. Within a short 
period all the important limited liability com- 
panies will be holding their annual meetings and 
all of them seem to be able to meet their share- 
holders with pleasure and contidence. ... All 
the tirms speak hopefully of a revival in trade. 
With the new year there came a brightening of 
the outlook, with an increase of orders all 
round.” 

He did not base his opposition to the 
Glasgow programme of colonial prefer- 
ence upon the fact that trade was good. 
Assuming for the sake of argument that 
trade was bad, and likely to become worse, 
the placing of duties upon manufactured 
or semi-manufactured articles was the 
very worst thing that could be pro- 
posed. As most of those articles played 
very important parts in the commerce 
and industries of England, any duties 
placed upon them would handicap our 
manufacturers in the competition which 
they had to encounter, and so far had 
encountered successfully, in the neutral 
markets. 

It was almost unnecessary to ‘say 
more in objecting to a scheme of 
tarifis such as that suggested. In his 
opinion tariffs would be bad not merely 
for trade itself but disastrous to the 
future conduct of business in this House, 
avd that was a thing which he did not 
think any tariff reformer had seriously 
taken into consideration. We had for- 


tunately in this country been singularly 
free from certain features which character- 
ised the Legislatures of other countries, 
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and he was convinced that if we once 
departed from the wholesome system 
which we now enjoyed we should not 
be able to prevent suck a state of things 
He objected to tariffs also on the ground 
that they would lead to the creation of 
large trusts and monopolies such as were 
to be found in Continental countries and 
in the United States of America. We 
were at this moment almost free from such 
monopolies and trusts, and he thought 
it would be the worst day for us when 
we set up tariffs which would enable them 
to be brought about. As a Member for 
a Lancashire constituency he protested 
as strongly as he possibly could against 
any scheme of tariffs for this country. 
The staple industry of Lancashire was 
flourishing now, and that was due to 
the free-trade principles of the country. 
He defied the ingenuity of the most 
skilful tariff reformer to frame a tariff 
of import duties which could be of the 
slightest benefit to the cotton trade 
of Manchester, and equally he defied them 
to draw up any list of duties on articles 
which would not inevitably do that 
trade considerable harm. He had the 
greatest pleasure in seconding the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
the imposition of a general duty on 
all manufactured goods imported from 
Abroad not exceeding 10 per cent. 
on the average and varying according 
to the amount of labour in these goods 
would be injurious to the commercial 
interests of the United Kingdom.’ —(Jr. 
Ainsworth.) 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or trHe TREASURY = (Mr. 
A. J.  Batrour, Manchester, E.) : 
The House are probably acquainted, 
through the ordinary channels of in- 
formation, with the course which the 
Government propose to adopt, and 
which they propose to advise those who 
act with them to adopt, in regard to 
this Motion. Our view is that for reasons 
which I shall state presently, it is not 
desirable that this should be made in 
any sense an occasion upon which the 
Government Whips should be put on. 
More than that, we think it would not 
be desirable, either on this occasion 
or on next Tuesday or Wednesday, or 
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on the Tuesday or Wednesday of the 
week following, as long as hon. Gentle- 
men opposite desire to carry on among 
themselves this interesting discussion, 
that we should take any part in it our- 
selves, or advise those who act with us 
to follow any other course. I observe 
that that announcement has met with 
some displeasure on the other side. 
[OpposITION cries of ‘‘ No,no!”] I am 
glad that for once on a tariff reform 
question we should all be of one mind. 
Such a thing has not come within my 
experience before; but for once it 
appears that the course which His 
Majesty’s Government have determined 
to pursue on this occasion is one that 
commends itself to all sections of the 
House. Perhaps the House will allow 
me, however, as it is possible that this 
universal approval may have different 
grounds among different sections, to 
explain the reasons upon which we base 
the policy that I have just announced 
to the House. [Opposition cries of 
“What Policy 7] Use your own name ; 
I never quarrel with a name. This policy 
is based upon two quite different sets of 
considerations—one relating to private 
Members’ Resolutions as a whole; the 
other relating to the special Resolution 
now betore us dealing with a subject 
upon which the House has already 
been engaged, and, as I gather from 
the Order-book, is likely to be engaged 
atjintervals for some time to come. 


Now, with regard to private Members’ 
Resolutions, I associate myself with what 
I gather is the opinion of my hon. friend 
who has just made an interesting speech, 
namely, that, as far as possible, it is desir- 
able that private Members’ Resolutions 
should not be dealt with on Party lines, 
and that the Government Whips should 
not be asked to tell in the division. That 
has always been my view. [Opposition 
erles of “Oh.” and What about the 
previous Question /”?] That has always 
been my view, and | think, so far as I 
can judge from many years close observa- 
tion of the procedure of the House of 
Commons, that is also a view which is 
coming more and more to be the Govern- 
ment view, from whatever side of the 
House the Government may happen to 
be drawn. Of course it is true that 
there are some cases in which it is difficult. 
and other cases in which it is impossible, 

Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 





for the Government to avoid giving a 
guidance to the House emphasised by 
all the machinery of Party display. But 
I think those occasions should be made 
as few as possible. I was interrupted 
just now by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and asked how and why, if these are my 
general views, I could consent to have the 
Government Whips put on about a 
fortnight ago in connection with a Resolu- 
tion on the fiscal question moved by 
the hon. Member for Oldham. As any- 
body will see who refers to the speech 
which I made on that occasion. the 
reason why I felt it desirable to act 
otherwise with respect to that Motion 
was that I thought, and still think. this 
House ought not to set the example of 
passing a Resolution which would prevent 
the Colonial Conference from being free. 
I think it would be unfortunate, so far 
as this House is concerned, but mainly 
so far as the Colonies are concerned, 
that we should set an example, which 
the Colonies might only be too ready to 
follow, of embodying our special views 
in a formal Resolution, and thereby 
hamper those who are to take part in 
that free conference, which I believe to 
be the only way of finding a final solution 
of this question, if, as I believe, a solution 
is possible. That was the reason for 
making a great Parliamentary effort to 
deal in that spirit with a Resolution 
which would have had the effect I have 
indicated. But that particular question 
is settled, so far as this session is con- 
cerned. I do not mean the whole fiscal 
controversy, but the particular question 
of the Colonial Conference. Upon that 
occasion all the Party formalities were 
employed. The Opposition Whips 
acted; the Government Whips acted. 
There was a_ good, honest, straight- 
forward Party fight upon it, and we were 
victorious. I regretted, even then, to 
have to put on the Government tellers, 
though I think the occasion was suti- 
cient to justify it. 


The point is one that has not - been 
brought prominently before the House 
for some time, because Governments 
for many years past have been in the 
habit of robbing private Members 
of almost all their opportunities of 
bringing forward thesefabstract Resolu- 
tions. Until the new rules ot procedure 
came into force these opportunities were 
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fewand far between. I hope the example 
which | have endeavoured to set in this 
respect will be followed by my successors, 
and that private Members will be allowed 
to retain the privilege—often a valuable 
privilege, often not wisely or well used— 
on two evenings of the week before Easter, 
and one evening between Easter and 
Whitsuntide, of bringing forward Resolu- 
tions in what terms they please, free from 
unnecessary limitations. But do not 
let the House make any mistake upon this 
point. If it becomes, as I think it will 
increasingly become, the practice to 
allow the House on these occasions to 
act without the ordinary machinery of 
Party management, the inevitable result 
will be, and must be, that the conclusions 
at which the House arrives on these occa- 
sions will be treated as very interesting 
expressions of opinion, but expressions 
of opinion which do not govern policy. 
{do not believe that that can be avoided. 
I think it is much more dignified to state 
beforehand that that will be the case 
than to do what hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have been obliged to do—to put on the 
Government Whips and have ali the Party 
nachinery set to work to guide the House 
nto a particular channel, and being com- 
pletely defeated on that matter, to say 
good-bye, to use a vulgar phrase, and to 


treat with complete indifference the 
decision arrived at. 

A case has been quoted in the 
Government of Mr. Gladstone which 
began in 1868, when the Govern- 
ment was defeated in 1872 by a 


majority of 100 on the question of local 
taxation. Nothing happened. They did 
not resign, but left the thing alone. The 
thing Mr. Gladstone was required to do 
by the House of Commons was a very 
formidable business. It involved nothing 
less than a great legislative measure 
dealing with local taxation. I think the 
Government was justified in treating with 
indifference the Resolution of the House, 
because the House had not the ordering 
of Government business. The Govern- 
ment might have thought it their duty 
to resign, but they did not take account 
of the Resolution. But there is a much 
more interesting case at a later date to 
which I have seen no reference in public, 
and that is the example set by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite in Mr. Gladstone’s 
Government which began in 1892. The 
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particular case I am now referring to 
was a private Member’s Resolution on 
the form of Indian examination, which 
was carried against the Government, and 
against the Government tellers, on a cer- 
tain Friday night. To carry out the 
mandate of the House of Commons re- 
quired no legislation. It could have 
been done by the Secretary of State for 
India by a stroke of the pen. But, 
rightly enough, as I think, he did not do 
it. That Government neither resigned 
nor did it obey the House of Commons. 
It left the matter alone. I certainly 
am the last person ever to criticise its 
action or inaction in the matter. I 
believe there was a great national interest 
at stake, and I think the Secretary for 
India would have been criminally foolish 
to take account of the vote of the House, 
even though it was passed in a formal 
manner against the Government Whips, 
as it was passed. Though I do not 
blame right hon. Gentlemen nor Mr. 
Gladstone for having ignored the de- 
liberate verdict of the House, I do 
think it would have been better to 
have allowed the House to act on that 
occasion without the formality of Gov- 
ernment tellers; because certainly it 
is a stiffer thing to ignore the House of 
Commons when yeu have done your best 
with the machinery at vour disposal to get 
it to take one course, and when throvgh 
obstinacy, which may show firmness or 
may show stupidity, it isists on taking 
another, I think it would have been better 
if the Government of that day had done 
their best to carry out what I admit can- 
not be a universal policy—that of allowing 
the House on these particular occasivns 
to take its own course unrestricted by the 
ordinary Party methods. These are 
general observations 1s to the views which 
I have always held, although I may not 
always have been able to carry them out, 
and which my successors evill more and 
more desire to carry out, and in doing so 
they will have my support. 


I leave these general considerations as 
to the way of treating private Members’ 
Motions, and I come to the particular 
Motion of to-night. What I have to say 
about the Motion is that the policy which 
I recommend my hon. friends to adopt, 
the House will enderstand I equally 
recommend them to adopt with regard 
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to every other Motion on the fiscal ques- 
tion. I will with all respect give my 
reasons for that advice. The House 
knows, because I have stated it more 
than once in the House and the country, 
that I have regretted from the very 
beginning of this controversy that it 
should have been necessary to treat as a 
matter of immediate Party difference a 
subject which from the nature of the case 
cannot be dealt with by the existing Par- 
liament. That is my view, and the ma- 
jority of the present Parliament take that 
view. I have always thought it unfortu- 
nate that both the House and the coun- 
try should have been asked to take up 
this matter. I daresay some Gentle- 
men sitting on these benches have felt that 
that advice could not be followed ; that 
the public interest in this question in some 
of its aspects was too keen and could not be 
kept out, as I think it ought to have been 
kept out, of the day-to-day controversies 
of Party. I know I donot carry general 
support with me on this subject. I be- 
lieve, therefore, the precedent set on this 
occasion is one which will be followed in 
future on other subjects ; and no doubt we 
shall be as anxious, when in Opposition, to 
know what views various members of the 
future Government beld upon Home Rule. 
and whether the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose wholly agrees in 
every respect with the future Labour 
member of the Cabinet with which he is 
to be associated ; whether they touch 
politics, the actual politics of the session, 
or even the politics of Party. I do not 
think this new plan is a gxod one, but, of 
course, if it is adopted by one side it can 
be adopted by the other. I venture to 
hazard a prophecy that, on the whole, 
from a mere narrow Party point of view 
it will be more a gain than a loss. 


I should like to know exactly, and the 
House would: like to know, what the 
motive is that animates the hon. Gentle- 
men who framed the Resolution with 
which we are now called upon to deal. 
It is quite certain, of course, that their 
main object was not to influence the 
House of Commons because this House 
of Commons would have nothing to do 
with carrying out this policy one way 
or the other. It is altogether apart 
from the duties which are thrown upon 
it. Therefore, it wholly differs from an 


Mr. A. J. Ba’four. 


{COMMONS} 





Proposals, 892 


ordinary Resolution intended to influence 
the House or intended to modify the 
course of the Government and the policy, 
the present. actual, living policy of the 
country. That cannot be the object, 
because, whatever the result of the 
debate, no effect of this kind can be 
produced. If it is not to influence the 
House of Commons, is it to contribute 
to our knowledge of the fiscal question ? 
I do not know whether the tio Gentle- 
men who have spoken, and who have 
made, if I may say so, speeches in ex- 
cellent taste, conceive themselves to be 
adding much to the knowledge which 
we already possess, or to the arguments 
which have from time to time been ad- 
vanced either by scientific economists 
in the study or Party politicians on the 
platform. If they did suppose them- 
selves to be making additional contribu- 
tions, I think it must have been because 
their knowledge of the literature of the 
subject was imperfect, or because they felt 
that by the charms of their own eloquence 
they were adding to our knowledge. [Cries 
of “Oh.”] Is that a reasonable inter- 
ruption ? I do not think that anything 
[ said could be construed into an offensive 
observation. Certainly no offence was 
meant. I do not at all underrate the 
House of Commons as an arena for dis- 
cussing economic questions, but I do not 
think it is in discussing abstract economic 
questions that it shines. They are com- 
plicated and not easy to deal with in 
the ordinary rough and tumble of deba‘e, 
and we have had a considerable amount 
of discussion upon them already. An 
ngenious friend of mine made a calcula- 
tion, which I believe to be under the 
mark rather than over it, that no less 
than 1,100 columns of Hansard have 
been spoken on the fiscal question between 
the beginning of last session and the 
present moment. Eleven hundred col- 
umns is a good deal for us to have added 
to the priceless treasure of Parliamentary 
debate upon one subject in one session 
and a month more. 


I do not think that this constant effort 
by the House of Commons to discuss this 
question can lead to any fruitful results. 
Do I stand alone in that view? Am I 
the only person who thinks so/ [An 
Hoy. Memper: No.] Is there only 
one person who thinks it has been dis- 
cussed enough ? No, because I remember 
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that in the course of the debate on the 
King’s Speech a formal Amendment, a 
formal vote of censure, was moved by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Fife; and from his speech it would 
be seen that he thought the Government 
ought to dissolve, because this question 
had been discussed enough. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire E.): In the 


country, not in the House of Commons. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman, had he had time 
to reflect, would not have made that 
interruption. Is he seriously going to 
draw the distinction which he has now 
indicated to us’ [Opposition cries of 
“Yes.”] Very well; what must it 
mean’ It must mean that either Mem- 
bers of this House are not cognisant of 
what is said in the country, or that the 
country is not cognisant of what is said 
in this House. Allow me respectfully to 
say that it is absurd to attempt to dis- 
tinguish in this respect between a suffi- 
ciency of discussion in this House and 
in the country. he discussion has been 
a public one, whether in the House or 
in the country ; and if it is sufficient in 
the country it might well be sufficient 
in this House. 


Well, [Sir, if that argument were 
not sufficient, may I bring one other 
‘o the consideration of the House ? 
Qn what principle do private Members 
draw the Resolutions that they submit 
for discussion within these walls? I am 
making no criticism of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite as distinguished from hon. 
friends of mine on this side of the House ; 
but does any private Member in drawing 
a Resolution, on a subject which is matter 
of Party controversy, draw it in order to 
get a perfectly plain and unmistakable 
issue embracing the whole subject before 
the House, or does he draw it in order to 
embarrass his opponents? According 
to my observation—I make no criticism 
of the Member—it is always done, in 
these matters, to embarrass his oppon- 
ents. And why should it not be so? It 
is quite right. We meet here, no doubt, 


to further national business, but we also 
meet here to fight out our Parliamentary 
differences ; and we cannot ask a private 
Member to be so above the influence of 
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that Party atmosphere in which he lives 
and moves and has his being as deliber 
ately to set to work to make the issu 
he raises as convenient, as clear, and a 
unambiguous as possible, in order that 

decision may be taken upon it. He does 
nothing of the kind, and you will never 
get him to do anything of the kind. I 
do not blame him for it; but if that be 
true—and every one who knows anything 
of Parliamentary custom knows it is true 
—do not let us flatter ourselves that 
these private Members’ Resolutions are 
simply dictated by an appetite for know- 
ledge to be obtained by the free exchange 
of arguments across the floor of the 
House. Nothing of the kind. That 
really brings me to what is the last ob- 
servation that I need make to the House. 
The hon. Gentleman has been successful 
in the ballot, and in moving this Resolu- 
tion was, I understood from his speech 
—I may be wrong--rather acting with 


others for our temporary embarrass- 
ment by a Resolution which was pro- 
vided for the purpose. 


Mr. AINSWORTH: If the right hon. 
Gentleman is anxious to know how the 
Resolution was drawn, and who were 
consulted, I can easily tell him. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [have no doubt 
the names are estimable, and I have no 
complaint to make against the hon. 
Gentleman and his procedure. But why 
was it done? Was it done in order 
again to discuss a question which, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Fifeshire says, has been discussed ade- 
quately out of doors? Not at all. Of 
course, it was done to embarrass the 
Government, an admirable and laudable 
object from the point of view of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. They set a trap. 
They were quite right to set a trap. We 
do not propose to fall into it, and we are 
quite right not to fall into it. 


An HON. MEMBER: Why should it 


embarrass you? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: That being so, 
surely it is quite plain that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would like us to treat every 
Resolution on every conceivable phase of 
this often-discussed question, on every 
Tuesday and Wednesday, as a vote of 
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censure. 
as a vote of censure. We do,not think 
that it is consonant with Parliamentary 
tradition. We do not think it is a pre- 
cedent that either could, or would, or 
ought to be followed by any Government 
which may succeed us, and in these 
circumstances we do not propose to 
follow it ourselves. The truth is, Sir, 
we have had our Party discussions upon 
the only matter which is relevant to the ex- 
isting and present issue, the issue whether 
or not a Resolution should be passed ham- 
pering the freedom of the Conference. 
That fight has taken place. So far as lam 
concerned I shall not think it necessary to 
take part in any discussion raised in this 
way on the fiscal question in future, and if 
my voice has any weight with those of 
my friends who habitually act with me, 
I would advise them both to imitate my 
reticence of speech, and if they please— 
and I hope they will please—my absence 
from the division. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Mr. Speaker, Sir, 
we have had a most amusing, interesting, 
characteristic speech from the right hon. 
Gentleman. He has asked for what 
purpose this Resolution has been put upon 
the Paper by my hon. friend, which is not 
a usual Question to address to any hon. 
Member of the House. He has come 
to the conclusion that it has been put 
down on purpose toembarrass the Govern- 
ment. But if we had an honest Govern- 
ment, with honest opinions which they 
had the courage to declare, there would 
be no need for a Resolution such as this. 
There would be no embarrassment to the 
Government. Why does the right hon. 
Gentleman call it embarrassment? [In- 
terruptions.] There is no embarrassment 
at all in a Resolution which is a simple ex- 
pression of opinion. [An Hon. MeMBER 
on the MINIstERIAL benches: Ambig- 
uous.] Ambiguous! The tight hon. 
Gentleman is a master of ambiguity, for 
he has spoken thirty-five minutes and the 
House is exactly as well informed now 
as to his opinion upon the Resolution as 
it was when he rose. Why, the right 
hon. Gentleman says that private Mem- 
bers’ Motions are to be treated as a mode 
of amusing the House and the country by 
a display of oraterical and dialectical 
powers. [MINISTERIAL cries of “No, no.!’’] 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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Well, he practically said so, but that the 
Government, of course, was not expected 
to take part in such childish amusement; 
their business was to settle for the country 
what its policy should be, and to enforce 
that policy when they came to a con- 
clusion as to what it should be. Going 
back to past times the right hon. Gentle- 
man was able to pick out two occasions 
when Mr. Gladstone disregarded a private 
Member’s Motion, carried against him and 
against his Whips in the House of Com- 
mons. Well, Iam fortunate enough to 
have survived both these Motions, | 
have the advantage of the Prime Minister 
in having been present on both occasions. 
The first was a Motion brought forward by 
a respected Conservative Member, and to 
the general amazement it was supported 
by a great defection of the Whig Party 
against Mr. Gladstone’s Government. 
The subject had never been betore the 
country, it was a complete novelty when 
it was introduced into Parliament, and 
there was no reason to believe that the 
mass of the people were interested in the 
subject or had made up their minds upon 
it. There was no reason, therefore, why 
the Government should treat it—I will 
not say not treat it with respect, but no 
reason why they should treat it as an 
order of the House of Commons or 
through the House of Commons a de- 


mand from the country, which we 
were hound to obey. The other case 
was a case of certain Indian com- 
petitive examinations. [t was carried 


in a House almost empty on a Wednes- 
day afternoon by a majority of eight 
against the Government; and this the 
right hon. Gentleman said was a result 
upon which the Government might have 
been expected to revolutionise its systent 
of examinations. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | 


cannot agree. 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
That is a case, at all events, upon which 
he justifies his attitude towards a privat 
Member’s Motion. In passing let me 
say that I repudiate altogether his view 
of private Members’ Motions and his 
duty to the House of Commons. He 
almost apologised to-nizht for interven- 
ing in what he described as an interesting 
conversation. Why, Sir, it is on the 
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House of Commons, on the support of 
the House of Commons, that the right 
hon. Gentleman depends for’ the position 
he occupies. Let him prove to us to- 
right that he has the support of the 
House of Commons, and let us hear from 
him first of all a plain statement of his 
own opinion on this subject. If this is a 
mere academic question now, it was 
something very different on previous 
occasions. Was not a fiscal Motion to be 
expected to occur when the whole country 
was agitated by a great propaganda in 
favour of new ideas on fiscal matters ? 
And when such questions arise is not the 
House of Commons entitled to have its 
voice heard ? We are told it is a mere 
academic discussion now; but if it is so 
now, why was it a critical emergency on 
previous occasions? The right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to a fortnight ago, 
and justified his resort to the previous 
Question. Well, but that was not the 
first occasion; we had occasion after 
occasion last session. There was the 
celebrated occasion of the Wharton 
Amendment, and all those attempts of 
the House of Commons to elicit what we 
are entitled to know have through all 
these months been met by devices, by 
evasions, by sophistications to stave off 
a clear expression of opinion by the House. 
The House of Commons has been 
treated as if it were a sort of “ Hall of 
Mystery.” We have not had debates, 
tut something more like séances. The 
noment the fiscal question came on the 
lights were turned down, we heard the 
crack of the whip, but we saw very little, 
and the question was, so far as we could 
judge, which particular wing of the 
Party opposite would hypnotise the 
other. But we cannot deal with the 
natter in this bantering, facetious strain ; 
it is too serious. 


For two years we have seen the 
Government quartered on the country, 
notwithstanding the persistent and con- 
tinuous indications of the country’s in- 
dignation against them and repudiacion 
of them. They have engaged themselves 
even—in the way they treated repeated 
attempts to get at the truth of the matter 
—they have engaged themselves in the 
task of degrading the House of Commons, 
while outside they have been proclaiming, 


or some have, whom they did not ven- 
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ture 'to contradict, the ruin of British 
trade, peril to the British Empire, 
and the probable disloyalty of our fellow- 
subjects. They have been evading 
and shutting, treating concealment as 
the highest dutv of statecraft, and yet, 
after all, they have deceived no one, 
neither the country, nor the House of 
Commons, nor the Opposition, or even 
themselves. They have pursued conceal- 
ment as the only means of maintaining 
themselves in office. Sir, we are now 
told that the matter is of little import- 


, ance, that the efforts of private Members 


to obtain a verdict of the House 
of Commons are mere child’s _ play, 
and should be disregarded. All these 


matchless exhibitions of Parliamentary 
effrontery were merely intended for our 
entertainment, and above all to enable 
us to admice the magnetic personality 
of one man as set against the dialectical 
ability of another. That is not the sort 
of work that the House of Commons 
should be set to. 


We have passed through three stages 
of this fiscal question in the Parlia- 
mentary world. The first stage was 
when we were told that there was 
to be a grand inquiry, that until that 
inquiry was completed our duty was 
to hold our tongues. Discussion was 
suppressed. That was the stage oi 
what I would call the closed door. 
Then we came to a further stage when 
discussion was reluctantly admitted. but 
on the condition that on no account 
should it come to a decisive or clear test, 
that on no account should there be a 
conclusion arrived at. Non-committal 
discussion was to be allowed. some sort 
of Amendment was to be moved which 
would neutralise the effect of the whole 
discussion. Something in the meanwhile 
was being submitted to the country as 
a collective policy, which we have had 
great difficulty in understanding. The 
treasure was hidden in earthen vessels 
which were deposited in various parts 
of the island. There was a pamphlet 
in Downing Street ; there was a speech 
at Sheffield; then there was another 
speech at Edinburgh; there was a 


narrow escape of a third speech at South- 
ampton which the Russian fleet pre- 
And that, I think, we may call 
But 


vented. 
the stage of the previous Question. 
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now we have come to a further stage. 
Those were the stages of the shut door 
and of the side door. We are now at 
the stage of the back door. Now all 
restraint has been removed, perfect 
freedom prevails on the other side of 
the House, not only of discussion and 
decision, but of presence or absence. 
Those who have exhausted every wile 
of concealment, every trench that could 
be dug. every finesse, every trick by 
which a little advantage in defence might 
be obtained, strike their camp. abandon 
their policy and their pretences, and 
leave their bewildered followers to take 
part in a general sauve qui peut. I 
observe that most of the tariff reformers 
are away. We are inclined to rub our 
eves. Is not this Nelson’s vear 4 Where 
are the sons of Empire? I should have 
expected that they would Rie come here 
either to bury Cxsar or to praise him. 
There is one, indeed, I observe, who is 
faithful, ever faithful, the hon. Member 
for Central Sheffield, who is the real 
patentee of these fiscal theories. We 
cannot but drop.a tear over the absence 
of the others. 


Protectionist 


And here, Sir, I would call the atten- 
tion of the House to a thing even 
more grave than what I[ have been 
referring to. To-night we are dealing 
with a part of this question which is 
especially associated with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
3irmingham. He has plainly put  for- 
ward his policv. There is no fog or 
mist about it. What is controverted 
by my _ hon. friend’s Resolution is 
an essential part of his policy. As 
I understand it, he wishes two things. 
He wishes to give to his country the 
abounding prosperity which he finds 
a high protective tariff has secured 
for other countries, and, in the second 
place, he wishes by a_ stroke of his 
magic wand—and it will require to 
be a magic wand to do it—at once to 
raise a large revenue by the taxation of 
foreign manufactures, and to increase 
employment at home by excluding those 
manufactures from our markets. That 
is the pro} osal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham. 
That is serious enough. But what of 
next week’s Motion? We must regard 
the conduct of hon. Members opposite 


Sir H. Cam pbell-Bannerman. 
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' to-night in the light of what has been 





promised for next week’s Motion? Next 
week the Motion is to be an assertion 
contrary to the peculiar and individual 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman— 
the policy, if we can understand it, 
of the Government, upon which they 
are going to take the sense of the country 
at the general election. And yet to 
that policy also the same process 
is to be applied —precisely the same 
treatment. Are we then to understand 
that the Government have absolutely 
renounced all policy of their own? 
They have ceased to attempt to control 
the votes of their followers. They dare 
not impose their will upon them, as js 
shown to-night. And yet this is the 
policy for which the Government was 
reconstructed—not the latest reconstruc- 
tion, but an important reconstruction 
which still leaves its traces amongst them 
—and, although they may belittle the 
policy that is at stake to-night, they 
cannot surely repudiate their own policy. 
It is a poor thing, but their own. I say 
that, on the eve of a general election, 
coming nearer to us as the days go on 
and as events occur, the Government 
are found not to be able to face a decision 
of the House of Commons. That is the 
plain English of the tactics of to-night. 
It is not even the previous Question that 
is moved. I say let them take, late as 
it is, the only course that is open to men 
of courage, honesty, and honour. Let 
them get rid of this House of Commons, 
which they can no longer control or 
trust, and let them appeal to the country 
and see what the country will say. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield. 
Central) said he would endeavour to con- 
fine his remarks wholly and solely to the 
terms of the Motion moved by the hon. 
Member for Argyllshire. That Motion 
declared that— 

* The imposition of a general duty on all 
manufactured goods imported from abroad not 
exceeding 10 per cent. on the average, and vary- 
ing according to the amount of labour in these 
goods, would be injurious to the commercial 
interests of the United Kingdom.” 


He thought every hon. Member who had 
listened to the debate would agree with 
him when he said that neither the mover 
nor the seconder of this Motion had shown 
that a 10 per cent. duty on manufactured 
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goods would be injurious to the com- 
mercial interests of this country. He had 
nothing to complain of in the tone of 
speeches of the mover and seconder of 
this Motion, and he thanked them for 
their courteous reference to himself. 
Having for the last twenty years by 
speeches and Motions in this House, 
and before he was a candidate for Parlia- 
ment, advocated the putting of a duty 
upon manufactured goods which com- 
peted with the products of this country, 
he could not possibly, with the smallest 
consistency, allow the Resolution of the 
hon. Member for Argyllshire to pass with- 
out some few words of challenge. He 
would endeavour to be as brief in his 
remarks as possible, but it would be 
necessary for him to ‘rely upon the in- 
dulgence of the House. He represented, 
and had represented for the last twenty 
years, a manufacturing constituency, and 
he could not venture again to go amongst 
his constituents if upon this occasion he 
failed to advocate a policy which they 
had lovally supported for so many years. 


In the Amendment of which he had 
given notice he stated, “That this House 
looks with grave concern at the continu- 
ous increase, since the adoption of the 
free import system without reciprocity, 
in competing manufactured goods offered 
for sale in the markets of the United 
Kingdom.” Had there been this continu- 
ous increase ? In a Blue-book which was 
laid on the Table of the House only a few 
days ago it was stated that in 1860 the im- 
portations of foreign manufactured goods 
was £15.000,000, It rose continually, until 
in 1903. when, according to the Blue-book, 
there was a total import of these goods 
of over £101,000,000. There could be no 
doubt that this importation had dis- 
placed a considerable amount of artisan 
kbour in this country. This was the 
proposition to which he desired to call 
the attention of the House. This was 
mtirely a question for the working 
aasses and not a question for the capital- 
sts. who could easily transfer their 
capital from one country to another 
where they could obtain the most re- 
munerative return. But working men 
ould do nothing of the kind, for they 
‘ould not transfer their labour so readily. 
At the present time the working men of 


this country found it extremely difficult 
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to support themselves and their wives 
and children, and they were quite unable 
to put anything on one side for a rainy 
day. 


Proposals, 


According to the Return to which 
he had referred the importation of 
articles wholly or mainly manufactured 
was divisible into three classes. First 
of all there was the class of articles com- 
pletely manufactured and ready for 
consumption in the United Kingdom, 
and requiring no labour in this country 
to place them on the market. The im- 
portation of this class of goods was in- 
creasing very rapidly indeed. In the 
year 1860 they amounted to £7,000,000, 
but in 1903 the total was £53,000,000, 
or seven and a-half times as muchas they 
were in 1860. The second class referred to 
articles manufactured but requiring to 
pass through some process of adapta- 
tion before consumption in this country, 
thus affording a little employment to the 
British artisan. Of this second class, 
in 1860 £7,000,000 were imported, and 
in 1903 £43,000,000, or six times as much 
as in 1860. The third class consisted 
of articles partly manufactured, thus 
giving partial employment to the British 
artisan. Of this third class, in 1860 
over £5,000,000 worth were imported, 
whilst in 1903 the total was £19,000,000, or 
three and three-quarter times as much as 
in 1860. The most rapid growth had, 
therefore, been in the importation 
of fully finished goods ready for con- 
sumption, and giving no employ- 
ment to British artisans, and the least 
in the category of partly manufactured 
goods. 


He wished to argue this matter 
as representing his own constituency, 
who had felt the pinch very severely 
in recent years. Here they had 
£100,000,000 of foreign goods displacing 
home labour, which were allowed to come 
here in a preferential manner. They 
were, in the first place, absolutely free 
from the trade union regulations which 
prevailed in this country. They also 
enjoyed immunity from British factory 
legislation and from British rates and 
taxes, and had the advantage often of 
preferential through railway rates. Hon. 
Members had avoided the question of 
the uncertainty of labour in the hume 
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market and of the distress which pre- 
vailed. [Opposition cries of “ Divide.”] 
He hoped hon. Members would give him 
a fair hearing ; he had nothing personally 
to gain by the fulfilment of these ideas, 
which he had advocated ever since he 
had entered the House. In an article 
in the Nineteenth Century the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil stated that 
in 1903 the sum paid to those out of 
employment, distinct from strikes, by 
100 of the principal trade unions 
amounted to £504,021, and the total 
for twelve years was £4,200,000. 
fore, it was clear that the trade unions 
were placed at a considerable disadvan- 
tage in respect of this enormously 
increasing importation of foreign manu- 
factured goods competing with the home 
market, in which the trades unionists here 
ought to have a preferential right of 
employment. With regard to our factory 
legislation, he agreed that it was the 
best in the world, and the operatives 
were protected against many abuses 
which prevailed in other countries, but 
all these foreign goods we1e received 
without the slightest inquiry as to the 
conditions under which they were pro- 


duced. Therefore, not only was this 
unfair as regarded wages, hours of 
labour, and conditions which trade 


unionists imposed in this country, but 
it was also unfair because these goods 
were placed upon the market upon terms 
and conditions against which the manu- 


facturers of this country could not 
possibly compete. 
He was surprised that the hon. 


Member opposite had not even mentioned 
the question of the uncertainty of labour 
or the great distress which existed at the 
present time. The whole object of the 
policy of those who thought with him was 
to increase employment in this country. 
It was impossible to represent a great 
constituency like Sheffield without being 
impressed with the enormous amount 
of distress and sufiering which existed 
amongst the artisan class, and a great 
deal of this distress arose from the un- 
certainty of employment of home labour. 
The January number of the Labour 
Gazette of the Board of Trade showed 
how workmen’s wages had diminished 
in the years 1902-4. In every district 
of London there was want of employ- 
Sir Howard Vincent. 
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There-- 
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ment. He should like to hear the views 
of the hon. Member for Battersea. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): AJ] 
the trade unions are against you and all 


the Labour Members of this House, 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT said the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvyil (Mr, 
Keir Hardie) was not against him, and 
had on a former oceasion divided the 
House with him on this subject. The 
Labour Gazette showed that there had been 
exceptional distress during the winter, 
and exceptional measures had had to be 
taken to meet it. Did this state of affairs 
exist in any other country? [Oppost- 
TION cries of ‘* Germany.” “ France,” 


and “ Austria.”] In what town? [An 
Hon. Memser: “ All of them.” and 
laughter. ] He perceived that hon. 


Gentlemen would not give him a fair 
chance. According to a book written by 
the Member for Aberdeen the total 
number of persons returned as paupers 
in the whole of America in 1X80 was 
88.000, or one to every 565 of the popula- 
tion. In this country’ the number of 
persons dependent entirely upon Poor 
Law relief was over 400,000, If hon. 
Members opposite had any svmpathy 
with the unemploved—[‘‘ Oh. oh! J— 
how did they show it? Did they show 
any desire to give the unemployed work / 
The mover of this Resolution said the 
whole object of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, for 
whom he had no authority to speak, was 
to give employment to the masses of the 
people. There could be no doubt thie 
the importation of a large quantity 
foreign manufactured goods deprivd! 
the people of this country of legitima 


employment, and it was only right th§ 


some toll should be placed on ther 


The present state of things also led to the 
emigration of our most desirable youn 


men. Why were so many workme 





emigrating and going to foreign countrief 
if the maintenance of our system of frej 


imports was such a desirable and bene 
ficial system ? [Cries of ‘‘ Divide, divide.’ 
There was evidently a great desire on th 
part of hon. Members opposite to speak 
and he would not detain them very long 
He could not thank them either for ¢ 
patient or courteous hearing, but h 
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would like to ask them what was their | demand for commodities. The demand 
rmedy for the want of employment ? | for commodities depended upon the pur- 

He should have been more interested in | Chasing power of the public. If, there- 
the speech of the Leader of the Opposition | fore, they brought in from abroad cheap 
if he had spoken in some measure to the commodities, that cheapness was the 
Resolution of the hon. Member for Argyll- difference between the price of those 
shite. He noticed that the right hon. commodities and what similar com- 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition, | modities would cost if made at home. 
ina speech he made on November 5th. That difference was a clear gain to 
last, declared that the development of | the purchasing power of the public, and 
the home trade amongst our own people | Ws, therefore, in the interest of em- 
vould be the greatest benefit that could | Ployment and labour. He could not 
possibly happen. Perhaps on some other accept the position the hon. and gallant 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman would | Member laid down tnat the legal regula- 
tell the House how he proposed to develop | tions affecting labour in foreign coun- 
home trade. [Cries of “ Divide, divide.”] | tties were in every case so much less 
He noticed that the hon. Member for | drastic than they were in this country. 
Woolwich had already taken bis seat Im Germany, which was the most for- 
upon the Treasury bench, and he midable of our competitors, the contrary 
wished to extend to him his hearty was the case. The German laws pro- 
congratulations. [Cries of “ Time.”*] | tected or interfered with the perfect 
He hoped the hon. Member would | freedom of contract between employer 
have an opportunity of telling the and labour more considerably in reality 
House how he proposed to put into | than did our laws at home. There- 
practice the views he held in regard to | fore he was not able to agree with 
a remedy for the want of employment. the economic argument which the hon. 
The hon. Member for Carnarvon was in | and gallant Member put forward. But 
his place, and he would like to hear what | he did very heartily respect him for 
that hon. Member, who had stated that | being there to maintain the view which 
they wanted something better than the | he held so sincerely. He had taken a 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman | reasonable, straightforward, and courage- 
the Member for West Birmingham, had ous course. They heard of a mission ; 
to place before them in the interests of he was quite sure his hon. and gallant 
the unemployed and the masses of the | friend’s method was the only way by 
people. He hoped the hon. Member | which people ever made any converts 
would let the House hear what he pro-| They could not persuade people to 
posed in the interests of the unemployed, | believe they were In the right if they did 
better than the propositions which had | not take reasonable and rational oppor- 
been made by the right hon. Gentleman | tunities of pleading their case, even 


the Member for West Birmingham. though the occasion might be one in 
. which they were exposed to an answer. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said | At an earlier period of the evening they 
he had listened with interest to the speech | listened to a very interesting speech 
of his hon. and gallant friend, who was | from the Prime Minister, with most of 
well qualified to speak to the House on | which he was in hearty agreement He 
a subject in which he had taken an/| did not at all agree with the Leader of 
interest for so many years. He would| the Opposition in the reply he made 
uubmit to his judgment one general | upon the question how the Government 
answer to the interesting line of argu-| ought to treat abstract Resolutions. 
ment he pursued. The hon. and gallant | What the Prime Minister said was most 
wise, and he only regretted it had not 
been more often acted upon in the past. 
There was no sort of reason why the 
Government should interfere as a Govern- 
then there was nothing left for English | ment with a great number of questions 
labour to do. The mistake was that| which came before this House. They 
there was no such thing as a limited/ had heard in recent discussions that 


VOL, CXLIH. [Fourru Serres,] 24H 


believing that there was a certain limited 
demand for commodities; that if that 
demand was filled up by foreign labour 
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the House of Commons was going down 
in reputation, and he thought it was 
true. He believed the fundamental cause 
of that was the unnecessary intrusion 
of Party discipline and Party spirit 
into every branch of their discussions, 
and it was only by relaxing Party dis- 


cipline that they would bring back 
the House of Commons to its former 
reputation and efficiency. He was, 


therefore, very glad the Government 
had taken the wise course they had 
to-night, and allowed the question to be 
presented to the House without interfer- 
ing on grounds of Party loyalty. He 
could not follow the suggestion his right 
hon. friend made, that it was desirable 
not to take part in the debate, or, if there 
was a division, in the division, because in 
his view this was one of the very gravest 
questions which could be raised before 
Parliament, or which bad been raised in 
their time. He did not know that he 
thought anything in the world so dangerous 
to this country, unless it were Home Rule, 
which Parliament could possibly debate, 
as the adoption of a general system of pro- 
tection. He was convinced that not only 
was it anentirely quack remedy for what- 
ever industrial or commercial difficulties 
we suffered from, and would have in conse- 
quence all the injurious effects that quack 
remedies invariably had of leading people 
to trust to those remedies rather than to 
their own exertions, but it would corrupt 
public life, divide classes, and bring into 
our country, as it had into so many others, 
that element of class antipathy, that con- 
ception of the poor man that the law was 
not fair as between the rich and the poor, 
but was an organised system by which 


{COMMONS} 


those who could pull the strings were en- . 


abled to bring more wealth into their own 
pockets and more resources to indulge 
their luxury. It was because he thought 
this a matter of the very gravest import- 
ance that he was not able, as he would 


naturally wish, to assent to the suggese | 


tion which fell from the Treasury bench 
and take no part in the discussion. 


He could not help feeling they had 
reached 4 point of no ordinary interest in 
the progress of this discussion. This was 
not an academic question. It probably 
would have been a question which could 
have been so treated had the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues been allowed 


Lord Hugh Cecil, 
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to manage it in their own way. But they 
had not been allowed to do so. Nearly 
two years ago the Tariff Reform League, 
led by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birminghain, took the 
matter out of the hands of the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues, managed the 
agitation in their own way, and made it 
perfectly clear that they regarded the pre- 
sent as the period of decision ; they made 
it clear in many ways, but especially by 
attacks upon the seats of those who were 
not able to agree with them. ‘Those 
attacks began about fifteen months ago, 
and from that moment it became clear, 
from the methods of advocacy adopted, 
that now was the time for decision, that 
it was not an educational campaign to 
instruct the public mind on the fiscal 
question, but a deliberate design first to 
capture the Conservative Party, to pack 
it, and then, when the whole process of 
deliberation and decision had been done 
beforehand, to submit, for the sake of 
constitutional form, a tariff to the House 
of Commons, which would be pledged to 
the last item to pass it verbatim et 
literatim. That was the design of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Birmingham and the Tariff Reform 
League, and it was the miscarriage of 
that design they were celebrating that 
night. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Birmingham was absent from 
a cause with which they all sympathised, 
and he made no comment on it except to 
express regret and to hope that he would 
soon be with them again. But there were 
other members of his Party, only less dis- 
tinguished, who might some of them 
have been present. He missed the 
spacious form of his right hon. friend the 
Member for Sleaford. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : 


meeting in his constituency. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL regretted that his 
right hon. friend’s sense of public duty 
led him to consider that meeting more 
important than the maintenance of his 
opinion in the House of Commons. But 
other advocates of the cause were absent 
or silent on the present occasion, and in 
order that there might be no mistake 
about the motive of their absence they 
held a meeting and decided that they 
should treat the debate “ with contempt.” 


He has a 
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How odd that was for if they had been 
ina majority instead of a minority they 
would have felt no occasion for increasing 
that not very amiable quality of con- 
tempt ; they would have regarded it as an 
opportunity to save a decaying Empire 
and dying industries, to rally Pr the flag 
of Imperialism at the rate of 2s. a quarter 
on wheat, and to vindicate once again 
the principle of legitimate protection of 
industries which would add to the burdens 
of no class, bring a vast revenue to the 
State, while excluding from competition 
all goods upon which it was proposed to 
levy that revenue. He thought that 
members of the Tariff Reform League, 
or the Members who represented the 
views of the league in this House, might 
have shown this diffidence of public and 
Parliamentary action a little sooner, and 
might even now show it more consistently 
and completely. He carried his mind 
back to eighteen months ago, when the 
Cabinet was broken up because of dis- 
agreement on the subject. A_ little 
more temperateness of management and 
a little more disposition to put off this 
question to a calmer hour, and there 
might have been no Ministerial crisis 
and none of the dislocation in the Party 
which followed. 


Twelve months ago there was another 


meeting of Members of the league, 
and very different was their mood. 


Then they sent an imperious message 
to the Treasury Bench requiring that 
a certain Amendment put down at 
the wish and with the concurrence of 
Government should not be proceeded 
with. Sve volo, sic jubeo, stat pro ratione 
voluntas, said the right hon. Member for 
Sleaford in those days, and fortunately 
he had not a meeting in his constituency 
on that occasion. He gave his orders, 
and in those days it was for the Tariff 
Reform League to give orders, and 
Unionist free-traders were accused of 
disloyalty to the Government. Now 
things were changed. For some time 
past the retreat from Moscow had been 
gong on. That night witnessed the 
passage of the Beresina, and his hon. and 
gallant friend figured, as he was able to do, 
in the character of Marshal Ney. But 
those retreating forces, so diffident of 
argument in Parliament, were continuing 
their attacks on their free-trade colleagues, 
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uniting as it seemed in a very unusual 
manner a singular intolerance of dis- 
agreement of opinion with a singular 
lack of courage in maintaining their own 
opinions. They had a bigotry with all 
the narrowness and vindictiveness, but 
none of the courage generally associated 
with that quality. He confessed that he 
thought it was a little hard that opinions 
should be judged to be so sacred as to 
justify the driving out of Members of 
Parliament and should not be sufficiently 
sacred to be defended on the floor of the 
House of Commons, There was no 
doubt that hon. Members would say, if 
one could get them in a candid moment, 
that they believed what they were doing 
was good tactics. He thought this view 
showed that these hon. Members under- 
stood tactics as little as they under- 
stood economics. Of course, it was not 
in the power of any system of tactics to 
make those in a small minority exert the 
influence that belonged to a majority. 
On other questions in this House he had 
been in a very small minority. On 
Church and education questions it had 
been his fortune repeatedly to divide 
with very small parties indeed ; but he 
was quite sure that if the school of opinion 
to which he belonged had exerted any 
influence at all it was because they did 
not shrink from maintaining their own 
opinions and because they were not so 
absorbed by a sense of their own dignity 
and such an exaggerated idea of self- 
respect that they were afraid of being 
found in a small minority in the division 
lobby. Did tariff reformers really sup- 
pose that after to-night they were going 
to get the public in the constituencies 
outside to take them very seriously ? 
Did they suppose that the electorate 
was going to rally to those who would 


not rally to their own cause? Did 
they suppose that the example of 
flight as set by their leaders was to 


be a source of courage and heroism 
in the rank and file? No, the House 
had seen to-night a great landmark in 
the history of this controversy. They 
now knew how hollow were those pre- 
tences about a dying Empire and the 
dying industries of which he had spoken. 
The fidelity of Canada—this was part 
of one scheme ; it all fitted together— 


which needed to be shored up, a dying 
in every 


industry town—for the right 
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hon. Member for West Birmingham 
wherever he went always found some- 
thing amiss—all these things were now 
left to “ get on with their dying.” After 
to-night tariff reform would pass from 
being a heresy into being a laughing- 
stock. The country was not dying; 
its industries were not dying ; it held its 
own throughout the world, and it flou- 
rished. The only thing that was dying 
was the protectionist movement, which 
had been revived and galvanised into 
life by the genius of one individual and 
by a system of advertisement and organi- 
sation which he thought had been with- 
out a parallel in the history of political 
agitation. The moment they had suc- 
ceeded in bringing the matter to a test 
—and it had taken a long time—the 
moment they had got the Government 
to leave the House to act as it pleased 
they were not even to be put to the 
trouble of fighting it out; the tariff 
reformers had fled at the very sound 
of their opponents’ guns. 


It was true that the Tariff Reform 
League might succeed in driving three, 
four, six, or twenty of those with whom 
they disagreed out of Parliament ; but 
that prospect did not depress him at the 
moment. The loss of Parliamentary 
seats was one of the ordinary incidents 
in political controversy, and it mattered 
little. But that evening’s experience 
was, he thought, almost unique. During 
the last eighteen months they had had 
a contest within the Unionist Party 
on this great issue. He was so grateful 
to the Government for what they had 
done on the present occasion that he 
did not wish to say a word of recrimina- 
tion, but certainly in the earlier stages 
of the controversy the Government 
did not assume that proper attitude 
of neutrality which they had now 
adopted. There had been so to speak 
a cold wind in that quarter; only 
a small number of Members who sat 
on the Government side had felt them- 
selves able to take an active part in the 
controversy; some of their friends had 
crossed the floor and now supported the 
other side; others had withdrawn on 
other grounds. But supporters 
of the Government had persisted and now 
thev had prevailed. Sooner than he had 
any reason to anticipate, they had made 
Lord Hugh Ceeil, 


some 
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it clear that the Conservative Party was 
not a protectionist Party and that it had 
not been captured by the Tariff Reform 
League ; that it was, as it always had 
been, a Party indulgent and compre- 
hensive, allowing all sorts of varieties of 
opinion, and was in its settled policy still 
an adherent to the principle of free trade, 
He was glad that this was so. He hoped 
that his hon. friends would join in freeing 
the Party as soon as possible from the evil 
reputation which the action of the Tariff 
Reform League had brought upon it. 
They had gone a long way on the road that 
evening, and he looked forward to better 
things still in the future. He looked for- 
ward to the day when the Party of which 
they were so proud would again enjoy 
that position which two years ago it en- 
joyed of being the most trusted and re- 
spected Party in the State. He looked 
forward to the building up of that edifice 
which in a reckless moment had been cast 
to the ground, and to the storing again of 
that treasure which, with a mad expendi- 
ture, had been cast into the sea. If it 
were so, what did it matter if a few of 
them here and there suffered abuse or 
exclusion from Parliament ? They had 
contended for a cause which they were 
certain was the cause of the good of the 
Empire, and to-day they had before them 
the promise of an early and a certain 
victory. 


Mr. CROMBIE — (Kincardineshire) 
pointed out that the terms of the Re- 
solution were the cpsissima verha of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, and, therefore, when 
the Prime Minister complained of it as 
being embarrassing, he could only con- 
dole with the right hon. Gentleman in 
having so embarrassing an ally as the 
late Colonial Secretary. What were the 
circumstances ¢ The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
had yone round the country declaring 
that British trade was in a most parlous 
state, that sugar and silk had gone, 
that wool and iron were threatened, 
and that cotton would go, but that 
fortunately he and his friends had 
found a cure. As to that cure there 
was 4 difference of opinion, the hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield believing 
that it would remove the difficulties 





connected with British trade, while others, 
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913 Pr otectionist 
who were manufacturers themseives, 
were old-fashioned enough to believe 
that a tariff would simply ruin the home 
trade. But whatever their differences 
of opinion as to the cure, all were agreed 
as to the importance of the question. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham had said— 

“What is at stake is the welfare of the 
masses of the population... . To them it is 
a question of life and death.” 


This was a question of life and death, 


but where was the Member for West | 


Birmingham ? They were sorry to hear 
that he was laid aside by illness. It 
must indeed be a calamity to be laid 
aside on so important an occasion. But 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
have deserted the House of Commons 
Where was he a fortnight ago, when 
the hon. Member for Oldham moved 
his Resolution ? Somebody was in his 
place, wearing his clothes, and having 
all his external appearance, but it was 
a mere attentuated form. The real 
Member for West Birmingham 
the missionary of Empire, the saviour of 
British trade, the great magnetic per- 
sonality, the man who took nothing 
lying down ; whereas he who was present 


was 


a fortnight ago was an attenuated 
John Chileote, with shattered nerves | 


and ruined constitution, who cringed 
under the narcotics administered by 


the Prime Minister. To-night tariff 
reformers had been freed from their 


bonds; for the first time they were 
allowed to liberty of con- 
science, and what were they going to 
do? They were going to run away! 


exercise 


Was there ever so strange a change 
within two short than 
two years ago, at a great dinner-party 
at the Hotel Cecil, 122 Members of 
Parliament swore fealty to the cause 
of tariff reform. Where was that Party 
now? There was only one surviver— 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for Central Sheffield. The hon. 
and gallant Member was in a strange 
position. 


years ? Less 


For many years he occupied 
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allfalone the desert island of protection. 
But one day he was invaded by an army 
of statesmen and important personages, 
led by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham. For 
two years they had hustled him in his 
own place, but this morning he had 
awakened to find they were all gone, 
and that he was again in sole possession 
of his desert island. Where were these 
hon. Gentlemen ? Where was the hon. 
Member for Glasgow who so brilliantly 
| represented the Board of Trade? As 
recently as Friday last, speaking in 
the country, he devoted the whole of 
his speech to tariff reform, and declared 
that in the iron trade alone £6,000,000 
of wages had been lost to the workmen 
of this country. To-night it was only 
an academic question! Where was the 
Colonial Secretary, who they all knew 
was under the magnetic influence of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham ? Only two days ago he 
declared that that ‘‘ magnetic influence ” 
had worked a miracle, in that it had 
actually persuaded the magnates of 
the Transvaal to accept £35,000,000 
of the money of this country without 
igiving anything in return. 


~ 


Proposals. 





They all expected that the Prime Mini- 
ster upon a question of life or death like 
this would have told the House his 


iviews. The right hon. Gentleman said 
‘that 1,100 columns of Hansard had 


‘been spoken upon the fiscal question, 
‘but he challenged the Prime Minister's 
| followers to show him a single sentence 
whi would give the opinion of the 
right hon. Gentleman upon the policy 
of the Member for West Birmingham. 
Why should the Prime Minister hide 
eee opinion? Why did he refuse to 
|tell them his opinion upon a matter 
of life or death? They all knew the 
reason why. It was because the right 
hon. Gentleman knew to express his 
opinion upon that question would be a 
matter of life or death with the Govern- 
ment. The Prime Minister lived by 





concerlment. His relations with his 
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followers were like those of Cupid to 
Psyche. Cupid was condemned to woo 
Psyche in the dark. He lived in constant 
trepidation lest one night she should 
strike a match and see his real features. 
The Prime Minister had done all he could 
to make the darkness thick. He had shut 
the shutters of the closure, and drawn 
the curtains of the previous question. 
But to-night the fatal moment had come ; 
the match was struck, and like Cupid 
The action he had 
taken upon this Resolution was more 
than a defeat for the tariff reformers, it 
was a rout, and they could never hold 


he had run away. 
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Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham), seated and wearing 
his hat, and speaking amid cries of 
“Order” from the Opposition, said,— 
May I ask, Sir, whether, as the “ Noes ” 
appear to be in a very small minority, 
in order to save the House the trouble 
of a division, those who object to the 
Motion might not be called on to rise in 
their places ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I 
position to form an opinion as to the 


am not in a 


numbers, I cannot adopt that sugges- 


tion. 





up their heads again. 


Mr. SPEAKER was proceeding to 
put the Question from the Chair when | 2. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, SirgJohn Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs. 


Mr. Crombie. 








AYES. 


Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellice, Capt EC(S. Andrw’s Bzhs ) 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
tmmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir Francis H. Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 


Question put. 


The House divided : Ayes, 254; Noes, 
(Division List, No. 79.) 


| Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. ( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, ©. FE. H (Bristol,E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.(Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Malcolm, Tan 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John = #4 
Nannetti,*Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans} 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
0’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckett, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas. 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles F. 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,SirH.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


NOES. 
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Smith,H.C.(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley, 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward | 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore, C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthvr 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene, Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

Welby, Sir Charles G. E( Notts.) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond, (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh.N. ) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—-Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
William M‘Arthur. 





Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


VIVISECTION. 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) in moving the 
Motion which stood ‘in his name, 
said the reason he wished to advance 
for exempting dogs from operations 
for the purpose of vivisection was that 
dogs, of all animals, were the most 
sensitive, and felt, pain in a more acute 
manner than any other animals. It 
seemed a little ungrateful that they 





TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Levy and Mr. Charles Allen. 


should select for this purpose the animal 
which was, without doubt their best 
friend, “and inflict upon it the most 
cruel operations that could possibly be 
performed. If it was necessary to per- 
form these operations in the interests_of 
science, for goodness sake let them 
take some other animal which was not 
so sensitive to pain. The most ardent 
advocate of vivisection admitted that 


the dog was an animal which was very 
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sensitive. and trusted in human nature. 
He felt very keenly upon this question. 
As he had been fortunate enough to 
get an opportunity of ventilating his 
views he would like to divide the House 


Adjournment 


upon his Motion, and he appealed to hon. 
Members on both sides of the House 


to support him. He begged to move. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) seconded. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
no operations for the purposes of Vivi- 
section should be performed on dogs.” — 
(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE 
For THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Cocuranek, Ayrshire, N.) thought this 
Resolution ought not to pass without 
‘Vhen the 
Peck- 


result was generally 


a word or two from him. 
hon. Baronet the Member for 
ham spoke the 
a majority upon the side he represented. 
He should be very sorry if upon an 
occasion like this, after such a brief dis- 
cussion, the House came to a decision 
upon a matter of so much importance. 
He thought the House would agree with 


him that a question like this, which had 


been the subject of inquiry for many | 


years, and which had been legislated 
upon, should not be affected by a chance 
vote in the House of Commons after such 
a brief discussion. With 
what had been said about dogs and their 
qualities no one in the House would deny 
the truth of those statements, 


reference to 


who had kept dogs knew that in many 
of their qualities they surpassed human 


beings. [Cries of “‘ Divide, divide.’’] 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 


rose in his place, and claimed to* move. 


“That the Question be now put; but | 


Sir Frederick Banbury. 
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920 
Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question :— 


% 
Mr. COCHRANE said what he was 
point the 
House was that in regard to his sym. 


endeavouring to out to 
pathy for dogs he entirely agreed with 
the hon. Baronet who had moved this 
Resolution. There were, however, many 
other They had 


got to consider much wider interests, 


questions involved. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


talking against time. 


You are 


Mr. COCHRANE said that, although 
there was only a few moments remaining 
for debate, he could not ailow this Motion 
to pass without saying a few words upon 
it. Legislation had already been passed 
upon this subject—— 

And, it being midnight. the debate 
stood adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That this House do now adjourn.”— 


(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TREASURY (Sir A, 
Well- 
been arranged 


*THE 
TARY oF 
AcLaNnD- Hoop, 
ington) said it 


THE 
Somersetshire, 
had 
that to-morrow, on Report of Supply, 
they would take first the Army Supple- 
mentary Vote (Somaliland), and then 
Votes A and 1 of the Navy, and 
Reports of Civil Service Supplementary 


_ Estimates. 
Those | 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): May I ask 
the right hon Baronet if he has any infor- 
mation to give to the House with respect 
to the health of the Tariff Reform 
League. 


Adjourned at four minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 23rd March, 1905. 


EARL OF KENMARE. 

Petition of Valentine Charles Earl of 
Kenmare, in the Peerage of Ireland, 
claiming a right to vote at the election 
of Representative Peers for Ireland; 
read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor 
to consider and report thereupon to the 


: House. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Naval Works (Portsmouth Barracks 


iSite) Bill |H.L.], now Holy Trinity Portsea 


Bill [u.t.]. Reported, with Amendments. 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill 
fu.t.|. The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES In- 


Normed the House that the opposition to 


the Bill was withdrawn. ‘The orders 
made on the 27th of February last and 
the 13th instant discharged, and Bill 
ommitted. 


Commercial Union Assurance Bill [#.1. }. 

The CHAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEES informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
nthe 28th of February last and the 13th 
ustant discharged, and Bill committed. 


Hessle Gas bill [.u.}. The CHatRMan 
or ComMITTEES informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 
The orders made on the 24th of February 
last and the 13th instant discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


Administrative County of London and 


B istrict Electric Power Company Bill 


L.]; East London and Lowe: Thames 
Electric Power Bill [n.u.]; Charing 
{toss and Strand Electricity Supply 


@orporation Bill [H.L.]; City of Lon- 


on Electric Lighting Company Bill 
‘tL.}; Metropolitan Electric Supply 
Company (Acton District) Bill [.x.); 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Various Powers) Bill [H.t.]; North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill 
fut.]; Central Electric Supply Bill 
uL.]; County of London Electric Sup- 


ily Company Bill [n.x.]. Leave given | 


VOL, CXLITI, [Fourru Sertzs.] 


to the Select Committee not to sit ag vin 
till Monday next. 


Truro Water Bill [#.1.]. Report from 
the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; reaa, 
and oidered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the 27th of February last 
and 7th instant discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [#.t.}. 
teport from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, the opposi- 
tion thereto having been withdrawn; 
reed, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The orders made on the 24th of February 
last and 7th instant discharged, and Bill 
committed for Tuesday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of February 
16th last), and to be printed. (No. 54.) 


NORTH SEA INCIDENT. 


Reports thereon by the Commissioners 
appointed by the Board of Trade, with 
covering Memorandum by Sir Francis 
Hopwood, K.C.B., C.M.G., Permanent 
Secretary to the Board of Trade. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (SCOTLAND). 

Eleventh Annual Report to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland by the Commissioners 
and trustees of the Board of Manufactures 
in Scotland, for the year ended September 
30th, 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 
Account of the gross amount of all 
bank annuities, and any annuities for 
terms of years, transferred, and of all 
sums of money paid to the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt, 
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and the gross amount of annuities for 
lives and for terms of years which have 
been granted for the same, and contracts 
for payments on death which have been 
made within the year ended January 
5th, 1905. Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 





Sunday Closing 


NEW BILLS. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT (1894) 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.]. 

A Billto amend the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, with respect to the carriage of 
deck-loads in the winter time. Was pre- 
sented by the Lord Muskerry , read 1*; 
and to be printed. (No. 35.) 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE MARKS 
(REGISTRATION OF PATENT AGENTS) 
BILL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to 
patent agents. Was presented by the Lord 
Coleridge ; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 36.) 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [1.1.]. 
Moved, That the following Lords be 
named of the Select Committee :— 
D. Northumberland. 
EK. Derby. 
2. Stanhope, 


V. Gordon (£. Aberdeen). 
I.. Bishop of Rochester. 
L. Belper. 

LL. Sandhurst. 

| 


i. 


. Avebury.—(Lord Avebury). 


*THe Earn or WEMYSS: My Lords. 
I do not rise for the purpose of entering 
any objection to the Motion of my noble 
friend. On the contrary, I think the 
House has done wisely in sending this 
very Important question to a Select 
Committee, and I hope the Committee 
will not take a narrow Sabbatarian 
view of it but will look at it in a broad 
sense. It is all very well for my noble 
friend to bring in Bills for the purpose 
of protecting shopkeepers and shop 
assistants, but there is a third party 
to be considered—namely, those who 
trade with the shops and thereby keep 
them going. 





{LORDS} 


T do not think it is possible 
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to exaggerate the great inconvenience 
which would be caused to the mass of 
the working classes if Sunday trading 
were put a stop to. These people work 
hard all the week, and on Saturday 
afternoon they like a holiday. They 
probably go to see athletes struggling 
in the mud playing football with their 
heads, or some other amusement of that 
sort, and on Sunday morning they have 
a good lie in bed, get up and see about 
their trading. 


T should like to point out to your Lord- 
ships the extent to which Sunday trading 
is carried on. T have in my hand a paper 
which every one of your Lordships no 
doubt possesses, issued by those who are 
promoting my noble friend’s Bill, and I 
tind stated init asa reason for stopping 
Sunday trading the fact that, excluding pub- 
lic-houses and the barrow trade, which is 
greater even than the shop trade, there 
are in Manchester and Sheitield 8,000 shops 
open on Sunday; in Liverpool, 4,700; 
Glasgow, 3,048; Leeds, 2,039; Bristol, 
1,035 ; Dundee, 567; Bolton, 555; Aber 
deen, 457; Swansea, 282 ; Newport, 195; 
Lee, 194 ; Maidstone, 150; Hull, 75; and 
Darlington 50. Now, my Lords, if vou 
shut these shops on Sunday imagine the 
inconvenience you cause to the working 
classes, to meet whose requirements the 
shops are now kept open on that day, 


I speak on this subject with knowledge. 
Whenasimilar Bill was before us two vears 
ago I was advised to visit Petticoat Lane 
—it is now, I believe, called Middlesex 
Street, and is on the border of the City— 
where I could see what Sunday trad- 
ing in London really was. I went 
there and found it to be a verv narrow 
street in which two carriages could hardly 
pass. The whole of the shops were open, 
and along the gutter on each side were 
hand barrows, and at nearly every third 
barrow there was an auction going on. 
Ona fete day or illumination night a busy 
thoroughfare could not be more crowded 
than was Petticoat Lane. Clothing, food, 
everything was to be got there, and the 
working people of that part of the Metro- 
polis were busy making purchases from 
10 o’clock till 12 midday. My noble 
friend proposes in this Bill that no shop 
shall be allowed to remain open after 


9a.m. Why, the working classes are not 
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out of bed at that hour, and I hold 
that it would be a monstrous thing to 
inconvenience the great mass of people 
by passing this Bill into law. I asked 
my noble friend Lord Avebury if he had 
ever been to Petticoat Lane and seen 
the Sunday trading there, and he replied 
that he had not, and I replied that 
without such knowledge he had no right 
to legislate. I say, further, that your Lord- 
ships ought not to legislate on this sub- 
ject without actual inspection of this 
Sunday trading. I am told that what 
obtains at Petticoat Lane also obtains 
at dozens of other places in London, and 
I hope my noble friend and the other 
members of the Select Committee, before 
inquiring into the subject, will pay a visit 
to Petticoat Lane, for I maintain that 
no man has a right to legislate upon 
this subject without better knowledge 
than my noble friend appears to possess. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, my 
noble friend has accused me of not know- 
ing what goes on in Petticoat Lane on 
Sundays. I assure him I know quite 
well; and if I had nct known before the 
other day, my noble friend gave me a 
few days ago so graphic a description that 
it was quite as instructive as a visit. I 
hope your Lordships will some of you go 
there as he suggests, for I believe the 
spectacle will leave no doubt as to the 
need for our Bill. It is just the 
facts mentioned by my noble friend 
which induced shopkeepers to urge me 
to bring forward this Bill. I had hoped 
when the Early Closing Bill was passed 
that the labours of thirty years were over, 
but the shopkeepers throughout the 
country brought such pressure on me 
to deal with the great evil of Sunday 
trading that I could not resist introducing 
this Bill. The noble Earl read out a list 
of the number of shops open on Sunday 
in our large towns. As those of your 
Lordships who were present on the 
occasion of the Second Reading will 
remember, the figures the noble Earl 
quoted were precisely those I brought 
forward in support of some such Bill 
as this. The noble Earl states that 


the working classes work all the week,, 


and amuse themselves on Saturday aiter- 
boon by yoing to football and other 
matches, putting off their shopping until 
Sunday. But what about the shop- 
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keepers and shop assistants? They do 
not get a holiday on Saturday. Many 


of the shops are open until past mid- 
night on Saturday, and the shopkeepers 
and assistants have to begin work again 
on the Sunday. 


The shopkeeping community have done 
all they can to ascertain the views of the 
working classes. The London Trades 
Council, which represents the working 
classes of this great Metropolis, and 
which, on a question affecting their com- 
fort and convenience, may be regarded as 
knowing their views, have unanimously 
passed a resolution in favour of shutting 
up shops on one day in the week. Similar 
resolutions have been passed by the Irish 
Trades Council, and also, I understand, 
by the Scottish Trades Council, and 
the trades councils ‘n many of our 
large towns. Perhaps the strongest 
case of all is the case of Hull. The cor- 
poration of Hull have done all they pos- 
sibly could to act under the present law, 
and have reduced to a comparatively small 
number the shops opening on Sunday. The 
working men of Hull. therefore, know per- 
fectly well what would be the result of the 
operation of such a Bill as this, and they 
have unanimously passed a resolution 
supporting this Bill and expressing the 
hope that it will be passed into law. My 
noble friend has expressed a desire that 
we shall not discuss this question in the 
Select Committee in a narrow Sab 
batarian spirit. It is not for me to 
speak for a Committee which is not 
yet appointed, but I feel satisfied that 
the noble Earl need have no apprehension 
onthe point. AsI have said, the shop- 
keepers, while not ignoring the religious 
aspect of the problem, primarily approach 
the question from the pcint of view of the 
comfort. happiness, and health of them- 
selves and their families, and of the 
assistants. for whose welfare they are 
responsible, and it is in that spirit that 
they ask your Lordships to pass this Bill. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


The Committee to appoint their own 
Chairman. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow. half-past Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. |ham Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway 

e pe Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 

Thursday, 23rd March, 1905. | ports to vie upon the Table, and to be 

- | printed. 

The House met at Two of the Clock | Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) 

| Bill; Southampton and Winchester (reat 

THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. | Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 

The Clerk at the Table informed the | ment) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 

House of the unavoidable absence of the | ™ent; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
Chairman of Ways and Means from this | and to be printed. 


Evening’s Sitting. | 


| Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water 

sine | Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Society Bill; Chelsea Electricity Supply 
| Bill; South Suburban Gas Bill. Reported, 
| with Amendments; Reports to lie upon 

PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 | the Table. 

COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table | Sunderland and South Shields Water 
Report from one of the Examiners of | Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | port to lie upon the Table. and to be 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | Printed. 

First Reading thereof, Standing Order | ities 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— | 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway | PETITIONS. 
Bill. | wets 
| 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
time. | 


Petition from Brighton, for establish- 
/ment; to lie upon the Table. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 | 


COMPLIED WITH). _ LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT: 
Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | LAND) BILL, 
port from one of the Examiners of | Petitions in favour; from Bathgate; 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | and Crail; to lie upon the Table. 
case of the following Bills, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order | ore 


| 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— | 
London Southern Tramways Bill; | 
Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill. | 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a| PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (ARMY VOTES). 
second time. | Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
bias |dated 2Ist March, 1905, under the 
Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and | Appropriation Act, 1904, authorising the 
Rochester Water Bill. As amended, con- | temporary application of surpluses on 
idered : to be read the third time. ‘certain Army Votes for the year 1904-5 





: ‘ ie | to defray excesses on other Army Votes 

Metropolitan Police Provisional Order | so, the ‘same year [pursuant to Resolu- 
Bill. Reported, without Amendment [Pro- ltion of the House of 4th March, 1879]; 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
upon the Table. | [No. 94] 


Bill to be read the third time To-| 


morrow. | NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 
| Account presented, of the Gross 
Epping Gas Bill; Loughborough Cor- | Amount of all Bank Annuities and any 


poration Bill; Seaham Gas Bill; Wrex- | Annuities for terms of years transferred, 
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and of all Sums of Money paid to the | QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

Commissioners for the Reduction of the} CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
National Debt, and the Gross Amount of | 
Annuities for Lives and for terms of | 
years, etc., granted within the year ended | Recruiting Fees Paid to Customs Officers. 
5th January, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon | Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
the Table, and to be printed. [No, 95.] | ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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FLEETS (GREAT BRITAIN AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 6th March ; Sir Charles Dilke]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 96.] 

PETTY SESSIONS CLERKS, (LRELAND) 

(SALARIES). 

Return presented, relative 
[ordered 11th August, 1904; 
Firench]; to lie wpon the Table. 


thereto 


TURKEY (No. 1, 1995). 


Copy presented, of Decree relating to | 
the Ottoman Public Debt, issued Ist | 


(14th) September, 1903, asan Annex to the 
Decree of 28 Mouharrem 1299 (8th (20th) 


Mr. | 


whether he will state the names of the 
ports in the United Kingdom where 
bringing money or recruiting fees were 
paid (in accordance with the reeommenda- 
tions of the Naval Reserves Committee 
and the instructions in the circular 
issued by the Registrar-General of 
Shipping and Seamen, December 24th, 
1905, to registrars of Roval Naval Reserve) 
to officers of Customs other than those 
| acting as registrars who were performing 
/mercantile marine duties, and the 
| amount of money so paid in each port 
for duties performed inside and outside 
of office hours respectively ; and will he 
explain why this money bad to be 
refunded irrespective of the hour in 
| which it was earned, according to the 
| General Order (Customs) 8, 1904. 





December, 1887) [by Command]; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 





Ports. 


Amount of recruiting fees paid for duties 
performed. 


Inside office hours. Outside office hours. 





Colchester - : : ss : 
Yarmouth - : - ‘ ‘ 
Drogheda - = : i : 
Fraserburgh — - - - 
Larne (Port of Belfast) - 

Lynne . . * r r 


Wexford - F z ee 


Ss. & g. de 
2 6 ag 
o 6 —_ 
a 15 0 
a 5 0 
— 5 0 
ax 5 0 
~ 25 «(0 








The amounts shown above were directed | official hours for other Government 


to be refunded on the ground that the | De 


receipt of those fees was inconsistent with 
the general rules of the Customs Depart- 
ment. It is held that the official pay of 
an officer covers work performed during 


partments, and arrangements are in 
operation whereby such work performed 
outside official hours is paid for at thé 
regular overtime rates. 
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White Slave Traffic—International 
Convention. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
exchange and deposit of ratifications in 
respect of the International Convention 
with regard to the White Slave Traffic, 
signed at Paris on the 18th of May, 1904, 
have yet taken place; whether the inter- 
national arrangement following upon 
that Convention has yet come into force ; 
and whether the text of the Convention 
and arrangement, as well as the other 
Papers relating to the Paris Conference 
in 1902, will now be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The deposit 
of ratifications, which has been sub- 
stituted for a formal exchange between 
each contracting State as provided for in 
the Convention is recorded in a Proe/s 
verbal drawn up at Paris on the 18th 
of January last. The Convention will, 
by its terms, come into force six months 
after the date of this Proc’s verbal, viz., 
on the 18th of July next. Three of the 
contracting States who have not yet de- 
posited their ratifications can do so before 
that date. The question of publication 
will be considered in due course. 


Renewal of Public-House Licences 
Refused this Year. 

Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department what number of 
public-house licences have been refused 
renewal this year. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have, at present, no in- 
formation on the subject. 


Inquests—Practice of Juries Viewing 

the Bodies. 

Mr, KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the remarks of Mr. 
Coroner Graham, of Consett, anent the 
advisability of discontinuing the practice 
of compelling juries to view dead bodies 
upon which inquests are being held; and 
whether he purposes taking any action 
for putting an end to this practice. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers. 
Douglas.) My attention had not been 
called to the remarks in question, but | 
have read a newspaper report of them 
which the hon. Member was good enough 
to send me. Legislation would be 
necessary to enable the practice to be 
discontinued; and on this point | 
can only refer the hon. Member to the 
Answers given by my predecessor on 
22nd Februaryt and 29th March,+ 1900, to 
the effect that there was no such decided 
preponderance of expert opinion in 
favour of any definite change in the law 
as would afford a reason for proposing 
legislation. of the kind suggested. 


Compensation for Injuries to Seamen— 
Suggested Legislation. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) : To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether, having regard to 
the pledges of the Government to deal by 
legislation with the question of compensa- 
tion for injuries to seamen, they intend 
to introduce a Bill for that purpose 
during the present session of Parliament; 
and, if not, when they propose to do so. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, whether he is aware 
that 103 lives were lost on British vessels 
in the month of February, 1905; and 
whether it is the intention of His Majesty’s 
Government to introduce a measure dur- 
ing the present session of Parliament to 
provide compensation for seamen injured 
on British ships, and for the dependents 





| of seamen who are killed and drowned in 
the course of their employment. 


| (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 1 will 
answer these two Questions together. 
The Government fully recognise the im- 
portance of this subject. They do not, 
however, think it possible to bring in 
during the present session a Bill for the 
general Amendment of the Compensation 
Act, and another Bill applying to seamen, 
especially, as the question as regards 
seamen is complicated by certain recom- 
mendations of a Departmental Committee 
(Parliamentary Paper, Cd. 2208 of 1904) 
which are of a far-reaching character. 





+ See (4) Debates, Ixxix., 800. 
+ See (4) Debates, Ixxxi., 709. 
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933 Questions. 


Vaccination—Imprisonment of Conscien- | 
tious Objectors—Case of J. W. Harrison. 

Mr. STANHOPE _ (Leicestershire, 
Market Harborough): To ask _ the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether his attention has 
been called to the ¢ase of Jabez Wilson 
Harrison, of Burgh le Marsh, Lincoln- 
shire, who has already suffered two 
months imprisonment imposed upon 
him by the magistrates of Spilsby and 
Boston, and who is now undergoing a 
third term of imprisonment of a month | 
inflicted upon him by the latter bench of 
magistrates, in consequence of his con- 
scientious objection to compulsory 
vaccination, and the refusal of the 
magistrates to grant him a certificate of 
exemption; whether he will order the 
release of this man, and call the attention 
of the magisterial benches of Spilsby and 
Boston to the spirit and intention of the 
Vaccination Acts with regard to con- 
scientious objectors. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I can only refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer which I gave last 
Tuesday? to the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty on this case. This was as 
follows: ‘I have made inquiries into 
this case, and I learn that the remarks 
on the subject of conscientious objection 
to vaccination made by the Lord Chief 
Justice at the Birmingham Summer 
Assizes were brought to the notice of the 
Spilsby magistrates before they convicted 
Harrison. The question whether the 
circumstances justify the issue of a 
certificate of exemption is in each case 
one for the discretion of the magistrates, 
with which [ have no power to interfere.” 
I regret that I do not feel justified in 
advising any remission of the sentence. 


Annual Leave in the Telegraph Service. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the fact that in 1899 
the Department made certain arrange- 
ments in the telegraph service with 
teference to annual leave, and made a 
promise to the staff that, provided the 
scheme was accepted, the staff should be 
sent away in equal numbers throughout 
the eight months of the year, he will 





t See page 648. 
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explain why this pledge has been departed 
from at Exeter for 1905, the three best 
holiday months having the number on 
leave lessened. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
Member is under a misapprehensicn. 
No promise was given that the staff 
should be sent away in equal numbers in 
each of the eight months over which 
the leave season extends. 


Sanitary Condition of Dover Town 
Station Sorting Office. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether his attention has 
been called to the high death rate 
recently prevailing among the men 
employed in the sorting office at the 
Town Station at Dover; and whether he 
will inquire into the sanitary conditions 
under which the work in that office is 
performed. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) My at- 
tention has been called to the matter. I 
am sorry to say that some deaths from 
phthisis have occurred in the last few 
vears amongst the postal staff who were 
employed, or who had at some time 
been employed, at Dover; but on in- 
vestigation I was glad to find that the 
medical officer did not associate any of 
them with the condition of the office, and 
that the sick rate at Dover is rathe 
below than above the average. At the 
same time, I recognise that the present 
office at the station is overcrowded and 
unsatisfactory, and I have made arrange- 
ments for taking new temporary premises 
which will make it possible to provide 
more space and better accommodation, 
The new premises will be ready for occu- 
pation very soon, and I hope that before 
long a better permanent office to take the 
place of the station office will be provided. 


Postal Deliveries in the Liscarrol and 
Churchtown District (County Cork). 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask 

the Postmaster- General, in reference 
to the mail service of the Liscarrol and 
Churchtown district, whether six or seven 
tenders were made for a mail car service 
between Buttevant and this district in 
March, 1900; and, if so, what was the 
result; and whether, seeing that letters 
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from Cork city arriving in Buttevant 
about 5 p.m. are not delivered in 
Liscarro! until 9 o’clock a.m. next day, 
and that letters from Dublin and Great 
Britain arriving in Buttevant about 
10.30 a.m. are not delivered until 9 
o’clock next day, he will, in view of the 
importance of this district and the delay 
caused by present arrangement, arrange 
for a second mail delivery each day in 
Liscarro] and Churchtown. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 will 
have inquiry made on the subject, and 
will communicate the result to the hon. 
Member. 


Payment for Sunday Duty in the 
Post Office. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General if 
the regulation that no duty performed 
by an officer of the Post Office shall 
be reckoned at less than one hour, and 
paid for accordingly, is also applicable to 
attendances on Sunday. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Officers 
to whom the regulation applies as regards 
weekday duty are entitled to the same 
concession for Sunday duty. 


Seamen Killed and Drowned on British 
Ships—Men Killed in Factories. 

Mr. JOHNSON (Gateshead): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
he can state the number of seamen killed 
and drowned on British ships from the 
beginning of the year 1896 till the end of 
the year 1904; the number of men 
employed in the shipping industry; the 
number of men killed in the factories and 
workshops in the same period; and the 
number of men employed in factories and 
workshops, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
figures asked for by the hon. Member 
are given, as regards seamen, in Parlia- 
mentary Paper [Cd. 2252] for the years 
1896 to 1903. The figures for 1904 are 
not yet complete, but the lives reported 
to present date as having been lost are 
990, namely,417 by wrecks and casualties, 
348 by drowning other than by wrecks 
and casualties, and 225 by accident other 
than drowning, wreck, or casualty. The 
number of men employed in 1904 has not 
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yet been ascertained. The number of 
males killed in factories and workshops 
during the years 1896 to 1904 was 7,944, 
The number of males employed in 
factories and workshops has not been 
ascertained since 1897, when it was 
2,975,394. 


Compensation for Accidents to Seamen— 
Case of A. Davies. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
the explosion which occurred on board 
the British steamship ‘‘ Gwendoline,” in 
the month of April, 1904, which resulted 
in a seaman named Alfred Davies re- 
ceiving injuries which necessitated his 
remaining for fifty-seven days in hospital 
at Gibraltar and his inability to do any 
work since the accident: whether he is 
aware that Davies was landed in London 
destitute and sent to Dublin at the expense 
of the Shipwrecked Mariners’ Society, and 
that he is now living in Dublin on the 
charity of friends; and whether any 
inquirv was held into the cause of the 

‘explosion referred to. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
attention of the Board of Trade has been 
called to the case to which the hon, 
Member refers. No formal inquiry has 
been held, but it appears from a report 
made by the captain of the port at 
Gibraltar in April last, and from an entry 
in the official log, that the explosion was 
caused by the boatswain striking a match 
in the lazarette of a vessel laden with 
coal. The Board of Trade have no 
reason to believe that the vessel was not 
loaded in accordance with the regulations, 

_ but on this point further inquiry will be 
made upon her next return to the United 
Kingdom, 


Petrol Working of Rocket Wagons. 

Mr. SOARES: To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the circumstances 
under which twenty-three lives were lost 
owing to the wreck of the ship ‘‘ Khyber” 
off Land’s End on the 15th instant, and to 
the fact that horses had to be fetched for 
the rocket apparatus from a distance of 
three-quarters of a mile; and whether 
he will inquire as to the advisability of 
working rocket wagons by petrol or some 
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other similar power in places which are 
suitably situated for the purpose, and in 
which horses are difficult to obtain. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade have ordered a formal 
inquiry to be held into the circumstances 
attending the recent wreck of the 
“Khyber,” and the points mentioned 
by the hon. Member shall receive careful 
consideration. 


Report of Engineering Experts on 
Osborne College Training. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty intend to publish the 
Report of the engineering experts on the 
Osborne College training, to which refer- 
ence has recently been made in official 
Papers. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It is not 
proposed to publish the Report in 
question, but I should be glad to show 
it tothe hon. Member if he desires to 
see it, 


Manufacture of Rifles and Bayonets— 
Dismissals at Enfield Factory. 


Coroxet BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): To ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office for whom is the extra 
£78,000 worth of rifles and bayonets to 
be made, and where will their cost be 
shown on the Estimates; and whether 
he will state how many men belonging 
to the inspection department at Enfield 
are under notice of dismissal beyond the 
403 engaged in the manufacturing de- 
partment. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
The difference between the amount stated 
vesterday T in reply to the hon. and 
gallant Member as available for rifles and 
bayonets and the amount shown in 
Estimates is due to supply of rifles and 
bayonets to India, and will not be shown 
in Estimates, Seventy-one men belonging 
to the inspection department at Enfield 
are under notice of dismissal, besides the 
403 men in the factory. 
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Death of a Boy through Beating in 
Assam. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON  (Nor- 
folk, N.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
called to paragraph 195 of the recent 
Report on the Province of Assam, in 
which it is stated that a coolie boy died 
from the eflects of a beating believed to 
have been inflicted by some chaukidars, 
to whom he had been handed over in 
order that he should be made to confess 
where certain property, which he was 
suspected of having stolen, was concealed ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
by the local administration of Assam or 
by the Government of India with refer- 
ence to the decision of the High Court, 
under which trifling fines were inflicted 
on the manager and assistant manager of 
the estate, with a view to revise the 
punishment inflicted. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have noticed the paragraph referred to 
in the Question. The case was not tried 
in the High Court, but in the Sessions 
Court for the Assam Valley, by the Judge 
with the assistance of a jury, I have no 
official information as to the facts, but 
will make inquiries, 


Indian Gold Reserve. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India it 
he will state in what security the gold 
reserve of India is invested ; and whether, 
at the present quotations, such invest- 
ment shows a loss; and, if so, to what 
extent. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I presume that by “the gold reserve of 
India” is meant the special gold reserve 
fund to which the net profit on the coin- 
age of rupees is transferred. The fund is 
in the following securities ; 
Consols, National War Loan, Local 
Loans Stock. Transvaal Governm2nt 
3 per cent. Guaranteed Stock, and 
Treasury Bills. The value of these 
securities at the present market price 
is in excess of the amount for which 


invested 


they were purchased. 
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Indian Factories engaged in the Manu- 
facture of War Material — Europeans 
and Natives Employed—Amount sup- 
plied by Great Britain. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state how many 
factories in India are at present engaged 
in the manufacture of war material, and 
the number of Europeans and natives 
respectively employed in these factories ; 
and will he state the value of the war 
material supplied last year to the Indian 
Army by the factories of India and by 
this country respectively. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
There are at present eleven factories in 
India engaged in the manufacture of 
war material. JI am unable to state the 
number of Europeans and natives em- 
ployed in these factories, or the value of 
the war material supplied to the Indian 
Army bv the factories of India. The 
value of that supplied from this country 
was approximately £875,000, exclusive of 
clothing to the value of £237,652 5s. 8d. 


Property of Evicted Ryots put up for 
uction in the Madras Presidency. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state how many 
acres cf land, the property of evicted 
ryots, have been put up for auction by 
Government in the Madras Presidency in 
default of payment of land revenue during 
the five vears ending the 30th June, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Land Revenue Report for 1903-4 
has not reached me. The sales of land 
during the five vears ending 1902-3 were 
as under :—1898-9, 60,806 acres ; 1899- 
1900, 52,852 acres; 1900-1, 61,563 acres ; 
1901-2, 45,712 acres; 1902-3, 30,583 
acres, 


Supply of Salt by the Government to 
Native States in India. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the Government 
of India supplies salt free of duty to all 
the native States of India; and, if so, 
will he say whether the Government 
imposes any restrictions as to the profit 
which the native States may secure on 
re-sale of the salt to the public. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Answer to the first part of the 
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Question is in the negative. The right 
is enjoyed by certain States only, and is 
in virtue of special agreements. With 
regard to restrictions on re-sale, the hon, 
Member is referred to the information 
given in answer to a Question put by 
him on December 16th,t 1902. Tho 
conditions vary in different cases, 


Sugar from Irish-Grown Beet. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Seere- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the importations oj 
foreign sugar into Dublin and _ other 
Irish ports last year, he will impress on 
the Department of Agriculture the 
advisability of experimenting on a large 
and practical scale to try the feasibility 
of producing sugar from Irish beet upon 
a paying basis, seeing that the ratio of 
saccharine matter in Irigh beet exceeds 
that of German beet, and also that a 
failure of the beet-sugar operations took 
place in Germany last year owing to the 
dry season. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department are satisfied that beet could 
not be made as remunerative a crop as 
other root c:ovs now grown in Ireland. 
They are, therefore, not prepared to 
carry out an experiment of the nature 
suggested, which would involve, as a 
preliminary, the erection and equipment 
of a factory at a cost of about £60,000, 
exclusive of working capital. The Depart- 
ment have recently prepared a pamphlet 
setting forth the reasons why the 
production of beet sugar would not be 
profitable in Ireland. [have sent a copy 
of this pamphlet to the hon. Member. 


Irish Valuation—Suggested Introduction 
of Scotch System. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that in Scotland the 
local authorities valuation assessment 
committees carry on the work of valua- 
tion without expense to the ratepayers 
and give satisfaction to those concerned; 
whether he can state how many thousand 
pounds per annum it costs to maintain 
the valuation staff in Ireland. which 1s 
not subject to local control or co-opera- 
tion from elected representatives ; and 





+ See (4) Debates, exvi., 1331. 
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whether, seeing this method has not 
given general satisfaction, the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
introducing the Scotch system into 
Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 
cannot admit that the work of valua- 
tion in Scotland is carried out without 
expense to the ratepayers. I believe the 
contrary is the fact, but I am not ina 
position to compare the cost of valuation 
in the two countries. The total cost of 
the Valuation Department in Ireland is 
about £24,000, about £8,000 of which is 
paid by the local authorities. The 
system is so efficient and satisfactory 
that appeals against the decision of the 
Commissioner are lodged in only about 
one-sixth per cent. of the cases ruled by 
him. The reply to the last query is in 
the negative. 


Refusal of Gun Licences in Ireland—Cases 
_of Mr. J. Michael and Mr. P. Raffery. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Seeretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will explain 
why Mr. James Michael, of Freem, 
Turlough Park, Castlebar, county Mayo, 
was refused a gun licence which he 
required for the protection of his crops 
from vermin. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
question of the issue of an arms licence 
for the consideration of the 
resident magistrate, who is the licensing 
oficer of the district. It would be 
contrary to the invariable practice to 
state the reasons which actuated the 
heensing officer in declining, in the 
exercise of his discretion, to grant a 
licence in any particular case. 


is one 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
Patrick Raffery, of Rathreddy, Loughrea, 
made application to carry and use, on 
his own lands, a gun for the destruction 
of vermin; and whether, seeing that he 
holds in or about twenty-five Irish acres, 
ten of which are under tillage, and is in 
sole charge of the management of the 
farm by reason of the age and infirmity 
of his father, he will cause instructions 
to be given to accede to his application. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


licence was refused by the licensing 
officer, who is the resident magistrate of 
the district, in the exercise of the discre- 
tion vested in him. The case is not one 
which calls for my interference. 


Appointment of Manager of Lislea No. 1 
National School. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that at the inquiry in September, 
1903, when the former clerical manager of 
the Lislea No. 1 National School (county 
Armagh) tendered his resignation, the 
chief inspector stated that he considered 
the lessee of the school had a right to be 
appointed as manager; will he say 
whether the name of the lessee was 
submitted to the Commissioners; and, if 
so, what objection have the Commis- 
sioners to his appointment ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that there is no 
probability of a successor to the former 
clerical manager being appointed to the 





charge of the congregation with which 
the school is connected, and that the 
present temporary manager resides 
twenty miles distant and csnnot exercise 
\effective oversight of the school, the 
| National Commissioners are prepared to 
‘consider a further memorial from the 
| parents resident in the district in refer- 
| ence to this matter. 


| 
| 
| 


| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It 


| transpired at the inquiry mentioned that 
there was much difference of opinion 
locally as to the most fitting appoint- 
ment to be made. Pending the appoint- 
ment of a new minister of Drumhillery 
Church, the chief inspector recommended 
the appointment as temporary manager of 
the Reverend Mr. Simpson, who appeared 
to be acceptable to the persons concerned. 
Mr. Simpson was appointed accordingly. 
There is no lessee of the school, which is 
vested in and the property of the Com- 
missioners. The present arrangement as 
to the managership works satisfactorily. 


Lichfield Rifle Range—Staffordshire Bat- 
talions and Militia. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) : To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if the rifle range near 
Lichfield is being used; and, if not, 
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what steps are being taken to make it 
available. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: To 
esk the Secretary of State for War if he 
can give any reason why none of the 
Staffordshire battalions are quartered at 
Lichfield, and why none of the Stafford- 
shire Militia battalions are to train there 
this year. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The Ist North Staffordshire 
Regiment is going to Aldershot in the 
ordinary course for training purposes, 
after having been quartered for the 
usual two years at Lichfield. It will not 
be possible to train the four Stafford- 
shire Militia battalions at Lichfield in a 
satisfactory manner this year. The 
troops are unable to make full use of the 
rifle range on account of a certain right 
of way over a portion of the rapge which 
is only closed during certain hours. I 
am, however, glad to say that negoti- 
ations on this matter are progressing 
satisfactorily. 


Army, Militia, and Volunteer Recruits— 
References as to Character. 

Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the nature 
of references as to character required for 
men joining the Army, Militia, and 
Volunteers respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) In the case of candidates for 
enlistment in the Regulars and Militia, 
the following questions are put to the 
person given as a reference :—1. In what 
capacity have you known————— ? 
3. How long have you known him ? 
3. What time has elapsed since you last 
saw him to speak to? 4. What do you 
know of his character —Is he sober ? 
Honest ¢? Respectable? 5. Has he to 
your knowledge served in the Army, 
Navy, Royal Marines, Militia, Imperial 
Yeomanry, or Volunteers? It so, please 
state which. 6. Is he married or single ? 
If a widower, state number of children, 
ifany. As regards Volunteers, there is 
no provision with respect to character. 


Reports of Director of Army Contracts. 
Srr JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
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Director of Army Contracts makes any 
periodic Reports ; and if so, to whom, and 
for what periods; and whether there js 
any, and if so what, objections to laying 
them before Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Annual Reports on Army 
contracts have always been made and 
will be continued. The Reports are 
addressed to the Financial Member of 
the Council. They have always been 
treated as confidential documents, and 
will continue to be so treated. 


Establishment and Effective Strength of 
Regular Infantry. 

Major SEELY (Isle of Wight): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
is the present establishment of the 
Regular Infantry; and what is its 
effective strength, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The present establishment 
of the Regular Infantry including the 
Guards is 146,455, and the strength on 
the Ist March was 145,254. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Yangtse River—Protection of British 
Interests. 

Mere. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether it is the intention 
of His Majesty’s Government to with 
draw the six British sloops and two 
British gunboats which have _ been 
engaged in patrolling the Yangtse River; 
and, if so, whether he can state the 
grounds for this change of policy; and 
what other methods have been adopted 
for the protection of the lives and 
property and the upholding of British 
interes‘s in the Yangtse region. 


Tue SECRETARY vo roe ADMIR- 
-ALTY (Mr. PreryMay, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The patrol of the Yangtse 1s 
now carried out by six river gunboats 
which are exclusively employed on this 
) service. The other vessels alluded to were 
not specially allotted for the Yangtse, 
| but simply visited this river occasionally 
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in the ordinary course of cruising, and 
were neither necessary nor required for 
patrol purposes. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Do I 
correctly understand that six British 
gunboats ate now patrolling the Yangtse 
and will continue to be there ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, 
are stationed on the river. 


Sir. They 


War Office Wastages—Sales of Surplus 


Suits of Clothes. 
Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): [ beg to ask 


the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if, seeing that within the last 
vear about 20,000 suits of clothes which 
had been bought by contract were sold 
for about 40 per cent. less than they 
cost, he will state the reason for selling 
them and the purchase price and sale 
price. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


mHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Brombry 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : 
These suits of clothes, which were 


purchased for the purpose of giving 
to soldiers on discharge and to Boer 
prisoners, were found surplus to re- 
quirements at the end of the South 
Mrican War. They were accordingly 
put out to tender and the best offer was 
accepted. The cost price was 11s. 9d., 
and the price realised at the sale was 
Js. 6d. for 10,000 and 5s. 74d. for the 
remaining 10,000. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Are 
they not the same description of clothes 
that are being served out at present ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
all not Sure whether that is so, but they 
were surplus. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
‘.): Could they not have been kept 
i stock until they were wanted ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No, 


Sir, 


Aldershot Staff Appointments. 
_ Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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War if he will explain why an officer who 
is not a graduate of the Staff College has 
been appointed Brigade Major of Cavalry 
at Aldershot ; will he say what are his 
special qualifications for this post; and 
also has the appointment been made with 
the unanimous approval of the Armv 
Council. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
officer referred to is not a P.S.C. 
Officer, but he was qualified for the 
appointment by good service on the 
staff in the field. He was, in fact, very 
strongly recommended by General Sir 
John French. Appointments to the staff 
are not ordinarily submitted to the Army 
Council, but are made by the Secretary 
of State on the recommendation of the 
Army Councillor concerned. 


CapraIn NORTON: What is the 
object of putting the country to the 
immense expense of keeping up the Staff 
College to prepare officers for the staff if 
such officers are not to have these 
appointments ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Artillery Armaments. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
how many batteries of artillery which 
took part in the South African War are 
still armed with the identical guns they 
had in that campaign. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: None 
of the batteries which took part in the 
war and have since left South Africa are 
now armed with the identical guns they 
had during the war. There are nine 
batteries now in South Africa which took 
part in the war; these are armed with 
guns of the same pattern as were used in 
the war. When worn out the guns are 
condemned and replaced, and since the 
war seven serviceable guns have been 
sent out to replace guns condemned. 


Reserve of Guns and Ammunition. 

Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state the number of 12-pounder horse 
artillery guns, and the number of 15- 
pounder guns now in reserve; also the 
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number of rounds of ammunition per 
field gun in reserve. 


Questions. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
regret that I am unable to give the hon. 
Member the information asked for in the 
Question. It would not tend to the 
public advantage to disclose the amount 
of our reserves. 


British Garrison in Egypt. 
*CotonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
British force in Egypt, which has lately 
been reduced, is about to be again 
increased by four companies of infantry. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 
Yes, Sir. The establishment of the 
battalions stationed in Egypt is reduced 
under the Army Estimates for 1905-6, 
and the four companies are sent to make 
good the difference in the numbers of the 
British force caused by this reduction. 


*CoLonEL LEGGE: Is there no 
increase in the garrison ¢ 
Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 


The number of men is the same. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
Is there not a large increase of expense ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No 
increase at all. It is simply a transfer 
from the Mediterranean garrisons. 


Royal Pay Warrant and Manual of 
Military Law. 

*CoLonEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War when it is 
proposed. to issue new editions of the 
Royal Warrant for pay, appointment, 
promotion, and non-effective pay of the 
Army, and the Manual of Military Law, 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
new edition of the Pay Warrant will be 
available in May. The Manual of Military 
Law is under revision, and it is not 
possible at present to state a probable 
date for its publication. 


South African Jam Contracts. 
*CoLONEL LEGGE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether any 
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of the jam supplied for South Africa in 
tins containing only twelve ounces of 
jam instead of one pound was made from 
stone fruit; and, if so, whether the 
weight of the stones is included in the 
weight of the jam. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Stone 
fruit jam (i.e., plum and apricot) was 
accepted among other jams from the 
Australian Colonies, and, following the 
usual procedure with home supplies, it 
was stipulated with the Agents-General 
that both jams should be free from 
stones, 


An HON. MEMBER: A case of colonial 
preference. 


Militia Recruiting. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER :1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will take steps to allow regiments of Militia 
which are weak to enlist men in neigh- 
bouring large towns outside their districts 
or counties where recruits could easily 
be got. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
practice of temporarily extending the 
recruiting area of a unit is already per- 
mitted by the regulations, and is adopted 
when any good result can be obtained. 
Further, when large towns border on 
several counties, recruiting officers are 
allowed to consider such towns common 
to the several county Militia. 


1st North Staffordshire Regiment and 
Staffordshire Militia Battalions. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether it is proposed to remove 
the Ist North Staffordshire Regiment 
from Lichfield to Aldershot ; if so, whether 
he can state what are the reasons for 
making this change in view of the local 
feeling that the battalion should remain 
in the county to which it belongs; 
whether the four Staffordshire Militia 
battalions are to be sent this year, two 
to Delamere in Cheshire, and two to 
Ross in Herefordshire instead of remain- 
ing at Lichfield for the annual training; 
and whether he is aware that considerable 
expense will be incurred in making these 
changes. 
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Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): At 
the same time may I ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the troops at 
Whittington Barracks are still unable to 
make full use of the new Lichfield rifle 
range owing to the existence of a con- 
tiguous right of way; and, if so, what 
steps are being taken by the War Office 
to get this right of way stopped. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
Ist North Staffordshire Regiment is going 
to Aldershot in the ordinary course for 
training purposes after having been 
quartered for the usual two years at 
Lichfield. It will not be possible to 
train the four Staffordshire Militia Batta- 
lions at Lichfield in a satisfactory manner 
this year. The troops are unable to 
make full use of the rifle range on 
account of @ certain right of way over 
a portion of the range which is only 
closed during certain hours. I am, how- 
ever, vlad to say that negotiations on 
this matter are progressing satisfactorily. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: When 
are the negotiations likely to be con- 
cluded @ 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
cannot say. I shall be extremely glad if 
the hon. Member will assist us. 


Enfield and Sparkbrook Small Arms 
Factories. 

CapraIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state, in view of the proposed reduction 
of the staff at Enfield and Sparkbrook 
Small Arms Factories, whether there is 
any intention of discontinuing the 
manufacture of the new pattern short 
title. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
proposed reductions in numbers at 
Entield and Sparkbrook are in no way 
connected with the question ofthe merits 
of the new short rifle. 


Caprats NORTON: Can the hon. 
(rentleman answer the latter part of the 
Question 2 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
question of continuing the manufacture 
of the short rifle for the infantry is not 
raised by these reductions, as the pro- 
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gramme for the year only provided for 
the supply of rifles for the mounted 
troops. 


Cost of British Troops in India. 

MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Chippenham Division of Wiltshire, I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can state the average cost of transport- 
ing a soldier from this country to India 
and back; and also the extra cost of 
uniform, and in all other particulars, 
made necessary by the soldier being 
stationed in India instead of remaining 
in this country. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The average cost of transporting 
a soldier from this country to India and 
back is, according to an estimate made 
in 1901, £18; this estimate is at present 
under revision. According to figures 
procured from India in May, 1903, the 
extra cost of a soldier in India varied at 
that time, according to the branch of the 
service to which he belonged, between 
£4 17s. 1ld. for an infantry soldier and 
£8 12s, 9d. for a field artilleryman. 


MaJor SEELY : Per year or per equip- 
ment ¢ 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


Per year. 


Barbed Wire Compounds for Coolie 
Labour. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that the Frank Smith Diamond 
Mining Company has erected a barbed 
wire fence around the whole of its com- 
pound, and has covered the whole of the 
open space in the centre overhead with 
wire netting; and whether he proposes 
to take any action to mitigate this form 
of imprisonment. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I understand that 
the mine referred to is in the Cape Colony, 
and the matter is therefore under the 
control of the Government of that self- 
governing Colony, with whose responsi- 
bility I am not able to interfere, 
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Land Settlement in South Africa. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, having regard to 
the fact that 1,248 settlers have been 
allotted 1,935,261 acres of land and have 
received advances to the extent of 
£168,246 in the Orange River Colony 


and Transvaal, will he state the number | 


of settlers actually now in occupation of 
these land allotments; and can he state 


the amount of arable cultivation on the | 


1,935,261 acres. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no recent | 
information beyond what was given in | 
my reply of March 20th,t but I will make | 


inquiry by next mail. 


South African War Jam Contracts. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any communications have been 


received from Colonial authorities as to | 
the defective weights in the jam supplied | 


for the troops in South Africa; it so, will 
he state the nature of these communi- 
cations. 


Mr. LAMBERT : I beg also to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Colonies whether | 
the contracts for the supply of jam in| 
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Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) : We have no information, 
but inquiry will be made. 


Bahr-el-Ghazal. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| On behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Roscommon, I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the lease of a portion of the 
Bahr-el-Ghazal territory made to the 
Sovereign of the Congo State is still in 
| existence or whether it has been cancelled 
and, if so, when was it cancelled. 





Kart PERCY: I must refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer which I returned 
' to him on the 16th instant.+ 


British Supreme Court at Shanghai. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, under an Order of Coun- 
cil due to come into effect on the Ist 
April, the title Chief Justice will be 
taken away from the Principal Judge of 
the British Supreme Court at Shanghai; 
|and, if so, whether, in view of the 
opinion of British residents that this 
course will be injurious to British pres- 
tige, His Majesty’s Government will 
reconsider the question of its retention. 


South Africa, placed by the Agents- | 


‘General with the Colonial authorities, | 


stipulated for net or nominal weights; 
with what Colonial authorities were these 
orders placed; the date of these orders ; 
and whether they were placed at the 
suggestion of the Colonial Office. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I am _ unable 


to give the hon. Member any information | 


as to the’contracts for the supply of jam, 


as the Colonial Office has had nothing to | 
do with these contracts, and has not | 


engaged in any correepondence in regard 
to them. 


Egyptian State Railways. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state when the Government of 
Egypt propose to publish the complete 
Report of Lord Farrer’s Commission on 
Egyptian State Railways. 








+ See page 444, 


Eart PERCY: I would refer'jthe 
hon. Member to the Answer which I gave 
| to the Member for North St. Pancras on 
‘the 16th instant. The adoption of the 

nomenclature common to all His Majesty’s 
| Extra-territorial Courts is not, in the 
opinion of His Majesty’s Government, 
calculated to be attended with the results 
apprehended by the hon. Member. 


Somaliland—-Agreement with the Mullah. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


| whether he can state in full the arrange- 
| ments which have been come to with the 


Somali Mullah ; and whether this arrange- 
ment will enable a reduction to be made 
in the garrison now quartered in Somali- 


land. 


Eart PERCY: I am afraid we have 
no further information on the subject, 


t See page 177. 
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but we have telegraphed to General 
Swayne for further details, which have 
not vet arrived, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Does the 
noble Lord mean to say that the Govern- 
ment are under the impression that some 
treaty arrangement has been come to 
with the Mullah? Are they not aware 
how far that goes ? 


Eart PERCY: I think I have al- 
ready announced that an arrangement 
was made with and an agreement was 
signed by the Mullah with the Italian 
representative. He also sent a repre- 
sentative to Berbera, who signed peace 
there with General Swayne. 


Linguistic Studies of Metropolitan Police. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
will state the number of the members of 
the Metropolitan Police Force who are 
now learning cr who have learnt Jiidish- 
Deutsch or other foreign tongues in order 
to qualifv them for the effective discharge 
of their duties among the alien population 
in this kingdom. 


*Tuz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkErRs- 
Dovuxas. Kent, St. Augustine’s): About 
100 members of the Metropolitan Police 
Force are at the present time learning 
Judish-Deutsch or other foreign tongues, 
and fifty or sixty others have already 
acquired a certain amount of linguistic 
knowledge. 


Licensing Statistics—Number of Refusals 
to Renew. 

*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
pending the issue ot detailed Returns 
under the Licensing Act, 1904, Section 7, 
hecan make a summary statement, giving 
the total number of licensing districts 
in which any licences have been refused 
renewal or reported for non-renewal in 
the general annual licensing meetings 
just concluded, together with the total 
number of licences so refused or reported. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I could not 
comply with this request without calling 
VOL. CXQUL. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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for a special return from every Licensing 
Bench in the country ; and, as the figures 
so procured would not give any real in- 
dication of the results to be obtained 
under the Act, I do not feel justified in 
taking this course. I have under con- 
sideration arrangements for showing the 
operation of the Act during the year so 
soon as information is available. 


Samford Poacher’s Conviction. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the case of Harry 
Quantrill, who was sentenced by the 
Samford magistrates to one month’s 
imprisonment without the option of a 
fine for night poaching and _ killing 
pheasants in close time; and whether, 
in consideration of this being a first 
offence, and of Quantrill having hitherto 
a good character, he will take steps to 
mitigate the sentence; and whether he 
will bring ina Bill to reduce the penalties 
tor first offences of this kind. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: My atten- 

tion has been called to this case. I 
have made inquiry into the circum- 
stances and have communicated with 
the magistrates. I regret, however, 
that after careful consideration I am 
unable to advise His Majesty to grant 
any mitigation of the sentence. With 
regard to the last paragraph of the 
Question, Section 4 of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, gives magistrates 
complete discretion to substitute a fine 
for imprisonment, or to reduce the 
amount of the prescribed penalty in 
any case with which they may have to 
deal; and no further legislation on the 
subject appears to me to be necessary. 


Mine Inspection in Fifeshire. 

Mr. JAMES HOPE (Fite, W.): I- beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the increase 
in coal mining in Fifeshire. he will 
appoint a resident mine inspector for that 
county. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror{rHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.): 
Very careful consideration has been 
given to the needs of Fifeshire in th. 


2K 
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matter of inspection. The whole staff 
of the Kast Scotland district, comprising 
a district inspector and two junior 
inspectors, is now concentrated at Edin- 
burgh, from which place Fifeshire is 
easily reached. The advantages of this 
plan outweigh any that would be gained 
bv stationing one of these inspectors to 
reside in Fifeshire ; and the appointment 
of an additional inspector would not be 
justified. 


Bill Dealing with the Unemployed. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board when it is proposed to introduce the 
Bill dealing with the question of the un- 
employed. 


THe PRESIDENT oF vHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr, Geratp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I am afraid 
I aim not yet in a position to give a date 
for the introduction of this Bill. 


Solway Salmon Fisheries. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumnber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture, whether 
he proposes to initiate legislation this 
session on the subject of the Solway 
Salmon Fisheries. 


Srr ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): May I at the same time 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the Government intend 
to take any steps in regard to the Solway 
Fisheries which have been the subject of 
a recent inquiry. Se oe 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
of AGRICULTURE (Mr. Arwyn 
FELLOWES, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
As my hon. friends are aware, a Bill to 
deal with certain questions affecting the 
Solway Salmon Fisheries was introduced 
last session, but it was not received with 
much favour by anv of the various 
authorities and interests concerned. I 
am afraid that it would not be possible 
this session to pass any measure which 
gave rise to serious controversy, but if a 
spirit of compromise is abroad, I would 
gladly do anything in my power to effect 
a settlement. I quite recognise the 


importance of the questions at issue to 
the local interests concerned, 
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Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: Cannot 
the right hon, Gentleman introduce a 
Bill on the lines of the Stafford Howard 
Commission. 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: T sent 
one of our inspectors to make a report on 
this mutter, but unfortunately he has 
been ill for some few weeks, and until he 
is better I cannot give an absolute Answer 
to the Question. 


Alien Immigration Statistics, 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
he will state the number of alien 
immigrants who have come by steerage 
to the United Kingdom during the 
last ten years by each of the British 
steamship lines from the ports of 
Hamburg, Bremen, Libau, Rotterdam, 
Antwerp, the Danube ports, Fiume, and 
the Italian ports, and the fares charged 
from each of such ports on each of such 
lines in each of the vears ending De- 
cember, 1895, to December, 1904 ? 


THe SECRETARY to tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, 
Blackfriars): I regret that I am not 
in a position to give this information. 


Port of London, 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the Consular Report, issued by the 
Foreign Office, No. 5527, of 1905, re- 
lating to the shipping and navigation 
of Antwerp, in which the increase of 
prosperity in that port is stated to be 
coincident with the great efforts which 
are being continually made by the port 
authorities to keep pace with the ever- 
increasing influx of maritime traffic, all 
modern improvements for convenience 
in the loading and discharging of vessels 
having been either carried out or are 
shortly to be taken in hand; whether 
the increase of dock accommodation at 
Antwerp is still proceeding ; and whether, 
having regard to the backward condition 
of the port of London in respect of all 
that the port of Antwerp is stated by 
the British Consul to be in continuous 
improvement, he will advise His Majesty’s 
Government to assist legislation on the 
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port of London during the present 
session. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Government 
ate not prepared to support in their 
vresent form either of the Bills dealing 
with the port of London now before 
larliament. 


Mr. BENN: Is the Government pre- 
red to introduce any proposals of its 
own ¢ 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Not this session. 


British Trawlers under Foreign Flags, 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General if, in view of the fact that 
Kritish subjects evade British laws by 
nominally placing their trawl boats under 
foreign flags, he will consider what steps 
should be taken to bring such persons 
punishment. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Si 


‘THE (Sir 
Roperr FInLay, Inverness Burghs): | 
am sensible of the importance of this 
juestion, and if any specific instances are 
dduced of conduct such as alleged in 
he Question thev will be fully con- 
sidered. 


Regents Park Inner Circle and Road 
along the Serpentine—Exclusion of 
Motor Traffic. 

Me. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
| beg tousk the hon. Member for Chorley, 
« representing the First Commissioner 
ot Works, why private carriages driven 
vel ctricity are denied the right 
xercised by private carriages drawn by 
worses of using the imner circle of Regent’s 
Mark as a promenade; and why the road 
long the Serpentine is forbidden to 
sleetric carriages although open to other 
private Cirriages paving equivalent taxes. 


BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Private carriages driven by 
‘weetricity are excluded from the inner 
circle of Regent’s Park under the regula- 
‘on which closes the road to carriages 
uid cars propelled or drawn by mechanical 
The road wzlong the Serpentine 

closed by regulation to all carriages 
‘milarly propelled or drawn. 


Lorp 


horley) : 


means, 
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Mr. MALCOLM: May TI ask on what 
principle that preferential treatment is 
adopted ? 


Lord BALCARRES: The reason is 
that there are certain parts of the Royal 
parks in which it is thought undesirable 
that these vehicles should be allowed 
to run. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): It is for the protection of the public. 


Pupil Teachers and Vaccination. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education whether he is 
aware that Miss Eames recently gained a 
London County Council probationary 
scholarship for training as a pupil teacher 
at the Girls’ Grammar School, Lewisham, 
and that, after she had been at the school 
three months, she was informed by the 
chairman of the Education Committee of 
the County Council that they would be 
compelled, under the regulations of the 
Board of Education, to cancel her scholar- 
ship unless she passed a medical examina- 
tion showing that had been 
vaccinated ; and, seeing that Miss Eames 
was not aware that this condition would 
be imposed at the time she competed for 


she 


the scholarship, will he consider the 
expediency of relaxing the rule. 
THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY vo rHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) : 
The Board have received no information 
us to the case referred to in the Question. 
In the absence of precise information it 
is impossible for me to make anv state- 
ment upon the matter. 


Johanna Street Council School, Lambeth. 
Ur. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether, on the 
occasion of his Visit To the Johanna 


Street Coun:il School, North Lambeth, 
he found children unfit to take 
advantage of the instruction offered in 
the school as a result of being hungry 
and ill-fed; if so. what immediate steps 
he proposes to take in connection with 
the condition of such children, if any. 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON: I cannot say 
that on the occasion of my visit any 
children were unfit to receive instruction 
owing to hunger, though I formed an 
opinion that, owing to long continued 
unhealthy conditions of life, some of the 
children were backward in development 
and needed a simpler and, in some respects, 
a different course of instruction. I have 
every hope that the Report of the Com- 
mittee now sitting will enable us to 
decide whether these cases can be dealt 
with by the action of the Department 
concurrently with organised voluntary 
effort. 


Underfed School Children—Miss 
Deverell’s Statement. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement of Miss Deverell, sub- 
inspector under the Board of Education, 
in evidence before the Physical Deterior- 
ation Committee, to the effect that she 
knew one school where the master stated 
that the children got most of their meals 
by meeting workmen’s trains and begging 
scraps from the men; and, if so, what 
immediate steps he proposes to suggest 
in order that the needs of these children 
may be so attended to that they may be 
in a position to profit by the instruction 
offered them. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I have read 
the evidence to which the hon. Member 
refers, but I think that he will agree with 
me that. in so serious a matter, statements 
made to a schoolmaster, repeated by him 
to a ladv who communicated them to the 
Physical Deterioration Committee, would 
hardly furnish an adequate ground for 
Departmental action. | may add that I 
have myself been informed by teachers 
of the practice referred to, and my in- 
formants have added that it by no means 
necessarily follows that the children thus 
supplied cannot be fed at home, 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Seeing that this 
ladv is an official of the Department, has 
the hon. Gentleman any doubt as to the 
accuracy Of her statement ? 


Srr WILLIAM 
ever. 


\NSON : None what- 


{COMMONS' 








Questions. 960 


Yorktown (Surrey) Council School— 
Character of Religious Instruction. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether he is 
aware that in the Yorktown (Surrey) 
Council School the rel‘gious instruction is 
given by the vicar of the parish and is of a 
sectarian character; and whether he will 
intimate to the education authority of 
the district that such proceedings are not 
in accordance with the Educat on Acts, 
and must be discontinued at once. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: IT am afraid 
that I have no information as to the case 
referred to by the hon. Member. [ will 
make inquiries from the county council 
as to whether the Conscience Clause or 
the Cowper-Temple Clause have been 
violated. 


Departmental Committee on Underfed 
Children. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the Physical Deterioration Committee 
was appointed so far back as 2nd 
September, 1903, and reported in July, 
1904, sat for twenty-six days hearing 
evidence, and examined sixty-eight 
expert witnesses, he will say what 
purpose will be served in the appoint- 
ment o! four officials of the Board of 
Education, and one official of the Local 
Government Board, to re-cover the main 
ground investigated by that Committee; 
and whether, in view of the delay that 
the appointment of the Committee an- 
nounced on Monday last will lead to in 
regard to the problem of the condition 
of children who are in attendance at 
school habitually underfed, he will say 
when, if it is proposed to go on with this 
last appointed Departmental Committee, 
its Report may be expected. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON : The Physical 
Deterioration Committee devoted a com- 
paratively small part of its labours to 
the question of the provision of food for 
school children, and failed to furnish 
information on certain facts, a knowledge 
of which is essential to legislative or 
administrative action on that subject. 
The Committee which is now sitting will 
provide a more precise knowledge of 
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these facts; and will report with the 
least possible delay. 


Meals for Underfed Children—Scottish 
Royal Commissions Recommendation. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
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| and has not yet been returned to the 
Board. The Board of Education have no 
information as to the alleged withholding 
of payment from the teachers, 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: 
| grant pa‘d ? 


When was the 


whether his attention has been called to | 


paragraph 360, page 72, 
of the Physical Deterioration (1/04) 
Committee, endorsing a recommendation 
of the Royal Commission (1905) on 
Physical Trainmg in Scotland, to the 
effect that cases arise in which it is 
desirable that the preparation and cook- 


ing of meals for underfed school children | 
ought to be regarded as one of the charges | 


incident to school management, 
whether he is in a position to assist the 
putting of this recommendation 
practical effect. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: My inquiries 
on this subject have led me to believe that 
the wisdom of preparing and cooking 
meals on the school premises, as 2 mode 
of dealing with those cases in which 
children need to be provided with food 


elsewhere than at home, is seriously open | 


to question. 


Glamorganshire Evening Continuation 
School Grant. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether the Board of 
Education has paid to the Education 
Committee of the County Council of 
Glamorgan the grants earned by the 
evening continuation schools in the 
Aberdare urban district for the winter 
session of 1905-4; and, if so, the date 


on which the payment was made; and | 
why payment is being withheld from the 


teachers in the locality. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: The Board | 


of Education hav recently paid to the 
Education Committee of the Glamorgan- 


shire County Council the grants due for | 


twelve out of the thirteen evening schools 


held in the Aberdare Urban District in | 


the schoo] year 1905-4. The greater 
number of the claims for these schools 
were not received by the Board till 


February of the present year. The claim | 
for grant for the remaining school was | 


sent back to the local education author 
ity for further information in January, 


of the Report | 


and | 


into | 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: I think on 
| the 4th of this month, but I cannot say 
| definitely. 


Mr. D). A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
| the Secretary to the Board of Education 
| if he can state in which of the autono- 
'mous districts in Glamorganshire even- 
ing continuation schools were not opened 
| during the past winter; and why they 


| were not opened. 


Stir WILLIAM ANSON: Evening 
schools have been opened in all the autono- 
mous areas in Glamorganshire during 
the session of 1904-5, though apparently 
in the areas of Aberdare, Pontypridd, and 
Rhondda certain evening schools previ- 
ously carried on by the late school boards 

'and their successors have been discon- 
tinued. The Board understand that the 
difficulties which have arisen locally in 
these cases are likely to be overcome 
| before the next evening school session 
begins. 


Evening School Teachers’ Salaries. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education if 
he will consider the desirability of insert- 
ing in next winter’s regulations for even- 
ing schools a provision that all teachers’ 
salaries be fixed and not dependent on a 
| share of the grant. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The current 
regulations of the Board make it a condi- 
tion of grant to evening schools that ‘‘ the 
teachers must, as a rule, be paid by fixed 
| salaries,” and the importance which the 
Board attach to a compliance with this 
| requirement is explained in the prefatory 
memorandum which is prefixed to those 
| regulations, 


| Agricultural Instruction Rate in Queen's 


County. 
Mr. DELANY (Queens County, 
| Ossory): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 


i General for Ireland whether he is aware 
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that the District Councils of Abbeyleix and | 


Mountmellick, embracing an area of four- 
fifths of Queen’s County, have passed 
unanimously resolutions disapproving of a 
further levying of the rate for agricultural 
and technical instruction; and that. 
under the circumstances, the county 
council propose to levy the rate; and, if 
so, whether he proposes to take any 
action in the mat‘er. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror TRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
Perhaps I may be allowed to answer this 
Question. Resolutions to the effect 
stated have been passed by the district 
councils named, but the county council, 
in the exercise of discretion vested in 
them, have decided to levy arate. Ido 
not propose to take any action in the 
matter. 


Ness Harbour, Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state by whom the 
plans of Ness Harbour, Island of Lewis, 
were passed on behalf of the Scottish 


Office. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Assuming 
that the hon. Member’s Question refers 
to the breakwater, in aid of which a 
grant of £15.000 was made by the Govern- 
ment, I have to state that plans were 
prepared by Messrs. D. & 'T. Stevenson. 
and after obtaining a report on them 
from Colonel E. W. Malcolm, R.E.. the 
Secretary for Scotland in December, 1291, 
authorised the Harbour Trustees to accept 
a tender for the execution of the works. 


Mansfield Commission Report. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is now in a position 
to state when the Report of the Mansfield 
Commission will be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: It is not 
possible to give the actual date, but the 
Report will probably be ready about 
Easter. 


Illegal Trawling off the Isle of Moy. 

Capratn ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Lord-Advo- 
cate whether he has received any reply 
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from the Northern Lights Commissioners 
with reference to the proposal that the 
light keepers on the Isle of Moy should br. 
encouraged to report cases of illegal 
trawling coming under their notice; and 
whether he proposes to do anything to 
check this illegal trawling. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: T am pleased 
to be able to inform the hon. Member 
that an arrangement has been made with 
the Northern Lights Commissioners and 
that the lighthouse keepers on the Isle of 
Moy will report such cases of illega! 
trawling as they observe. It would not 
be advisable to state what steps are to b: 
taken to prevent illegal trawling, as such 
a statement might defeat the object in 
view. 


Estates Commissioners—Irish Govern 

ments Instructions. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 0: 
the hon. Member for West Waterford, J 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what instructions 
have been given by the [zsh Government 
tothe Estates Com missioners with reference 
to the making of advances under the Land 
Act of 1903 for the purchase of holding: 
which are not mainly agricultural bur 
which form part of estates which are 
mainly agricultural; whether, seeing that 
under the Land Purchase Acts, previous 
to the passing of the Land Act of 1905, 
advances were frequently made to tenants 
of holdings not mainly agricultural, be 
will say whether the policy of thes: Acts 
has been borne in mind in connection 
with the instructions given the Estate- 
Commissioners ; whether he is aware that 
the Estates Commisioners have had 
applications made to them by a larg- 
proportion of vendors under the Land 
Act of 1903 for the inclusion of such 
holdings in their estates; and that they 
had agreed to make such advances before 
instructions to the contrary were conveyed 
to them in or about November last ; and 
whether, seeing that since these instruc- 
tions a number of intending vendors o! 
estates partly agricultur.l have been 
informed that advances will not be made 
in such cases, he will say whether the 
reason for these instructions is the diffi- 
culty of obtaining a loan without serious 
loss to the Irish Development Grant. 
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Me. WALTER LONG: It isimpossible 
to deal satisfactorily, in replying to a 
Question such as this, with the numerous 
and complicated points raised in it. I 
have already stated that no general 
instructions of the kind contemplated 
by Section 23 (8) of the Act of 19053 have 
ever been drawn up or formulated ; that 
[ am at present engaged in formulating 
them, and hope soon to lay them on the 
Table of the House; and that, while the 
administrative machinery of the Act was 
being brought into operation, informal 
communications of a confidential char- 
acter took place from time to time 
between the Executive and the Estates 
Commissioners. I would ask the hon. 
Member to wait until the regulations have 
been published, when he will have ample 
opportunity of discussing all these 
matters. 


Sergeant Mullany, Royal Irish Con- 

stabulary. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
ot the hon. Member for West Water- 
ford, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland under 
what circumstances Sergeant Mullany, 
of the Roval Irish Constabulary, who 
was stationed at Ballvduff, county Water- 
ford, until recentiy, has been transferred 
that station; and whether the 
transfer was at his own expense. 


{rom 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The sergeant 
has been transferred in the interests of 
the public service, and at the public 
expense, 


Crime in Ireland—Judges Charges. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Judges of Assize, in their charges to 
the Grand Juries, have recently called 
attention to a serious increase of agrarian 
crime in Ireland; and whether, in these 
circumstances, it is intended to continue 
to reduce the strength of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Cannot the 
hon. Member specify the district he refers 
to and not make such vague charges ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I think the 
Answer will be found to do that. My 
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attention has been directed to the news- 
paper reports of the charges of the Judges 
of Assize to Grand Juries. Iam unable 
to say how far these newspaper reports 
are an accurate representation of the 
language actually used by the learned 
Judges. Generally speaking, they re- 
ferred to the peaceable and satisfactory 
condition of the country, but with respec 

to the county Galway and county Cork, 
and portions of the counties of Limerick 
and Kerry, the Judges’ remarks were not 
satisfactory. The condition of these dis- 
tricts is engaging my most careful con- 
sideration, and I ain taking special steps 
to ascertain the facts concerning each of 
them. In reply tothe concluding inquiry, 
the Inspector-General of Constabulary, 
whom I have consulted, is of opinion that 
there is no present necessity for altering 
the police arrangements already made 
and provided for. I am making further 
inquiry into this mutter also. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that at the 
recent assizes in Ulster more crime was 
dealt with than in the rest of Ireland 
altogether / 


Carrain) DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
What agrarian crime has been committed 
in the county of Cork ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I must ask for 


notice of that. = 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in the one 
portion of Kerry referred to the dis- 
satisfaction arises from the fact that the 
landlords want twenty-four years pur- 
chase for first-term rents 2 


Public Bodies Order, 1904. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg toask the Chi-f 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will state the number 
and date of the communications which 
invited opinion onthe Public Bodies Order, 
1904, from the local publie bodies in 
Tieland; and whether he will say what 
number of such public bodies have ex- 
pressed approval of the new Order, 
giving names and dates of such approval. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Copies of the 
Order were sent on the 5th September 
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last to each of the thirty-three county 
councils and to each of the six councils 
of county boroughs and on the 7th 
November copies were sent to the clerks 
of thirty-three of the principal urban 
district councils. Subsequently, at vary- 
ing dates, copies were sent to al] other 
officers of local authorities who applied 
for them. The Order having been 
made under the authority and by 
direction of Parliament, the Local 
Government Board did not require the 
local authorities to express approval or 
disapproval of the draft. It was laid 
before them in draft for the purpose of 
affording them an opportunity of making 
any suggestions and criticisms which 
occurred to them. 


made to the issue of the Order, but, on | 


the contrary, many valuable suggestions 
were received and carefully 
the large proportion of which 
adopted by the Board. 


were 


Mr. DELANY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman mention any one public body 
in Ireland which approved the Order ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: TI have said 
no objections were made, but suggestions 
were sent in and have been acted upon. 


Land Purchase in North Mayo. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state how many estates in North Mayo 
have been purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners or Congested Districts 
Board under the Act of 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Congested 
Districts Board have agreed to purchase 
seven estates in North Mayo, 
estates have not yet become vested in 
the Board. The 
have purchased one estate in county 
Mayo, the name and lscality of which I | 
shall ascertain and communicate to the | 


hon. Member. 


Ballydoulon Estate. 


{COMMONS} 


No objections were | 


considered. | 


' that the Catholic clerks in the 
but the | 
are in no way prejudic: d on account 
Estates Commissioners | 


| prac tically 
| year, while men of less experience were 
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clerk of Ballinasloe, who was never a 
tenant on the estate and who does not 
live within miles of it, seeing that Mr. 
Rothwell is already in possession of more 
than one farm elsewhere. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This estate 
has not been purchased by the Board. 


Pole Carew and Butler Estate, County 
Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that imme- 
diately subsequent to the purchase agree- 
ment on the agricultural portion of Pole 
Carew and Butler Estate, Banteer, county 
| Cork, similar agreements were s gned by 
‘the inhabitants of the village for the 
purchase of their houses; and that wi hin 
the past week an official of the Estates 
Commission v.sited the place and in- 
fo.med the village cecupiers that their 
purchase agreements are to be set aside 
aid they must revert to the old terms 
of tenancy; and, if so, will he s.y if 
this inspector has acted with the know- 
|ledge and sanction of the Estates Com- 
missioners ; and, if so, what explanation 
‘em the Commissioners give for not 
adhering to the purchase system in this 
case. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: This (Juestio i 
has been referred to the inspector for lus 
observations. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will repeat it on Monday. 

Veterinary Branch, Irish Agricultural 

epartment. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, since it has een alleged 
veterinary 
branch of the Agricultural Department 


of their religion, he will state what Is 
(the disability which keeps these gentle- 
men, alter eleven years service, at a 
stationary salary of £95 a 


| brought into the department to do tlie 


| sani e class of work at £150 per annum, 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to | and were almost immediately promoted 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a portion | 
of the Ballydoulon Estate purchased by 


'to staff clerkships worth considerably 
more; and whether, in making these 
latter. appointments, the Catholic clerks 


the Congested Districts Board is to be | were considered unfit to fill them; and, 


given to a Mr, Rothwell, petty sessions! if so, why. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- | 
ment selected for the staff posts referred 
to clerks who, in their opinion, possessed 
the qualifi ations which rendered them | 
most suitable for the discharge of the | 
duties attached to these positions, 


Mr. DELANY: From whom did the 
right hon. Gentleman get this informa- 
tion ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: From the heads 
of the Department, and I can assure 
the hou. Member promotions are made 
according to the requirements of the 
public service. 


Did the 
Horace 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
iuformation come from. Sir 
Plunkett @ 


{No Answer was returned. | 


Mrs. Lamphier’s Estate, Foilacumin, 

ounty Tipperary. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that Mrs, Lamphier 
and her tenants have signed and lodged 
with the Estates Commissioners agree- 
ments for sale and purchase of her estate 
at Foilacumin, barony of Slievardagh, 
and county Tipperary; whether he is 
aware that on this estate there were two 
evicted tenants, Messrs. McCormac and 
Feehan, whose farms since their evictions 
have been held in possession by the owner; 
can he say why the farms have not been 
given back to those evicted tenants when 
the other tenants have arranged for pur- 
chase; and will he give instructions to 
the Estates Commissioners not to 
sanction the sale of this estate until the 
evicted tenants shall have been reinstated. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Agreements 
have been lodged. Applications for re- 
instatement were received from Meesrs, 
Cormac and Feehan as representatives of 
former tenants. These former tenants, 
however, had not been evicted, but had 
received monetary compensation for sur- 
rendering their holdings to the landlord. 
The persons named, therefore, have no 
claim to reinstatement. 
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Dublin Tram Fares for Children. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will explain why the Dublin Tram- 


, ways Company levy full fares for chil- 


dren under twelve vears of age; and 
whether the Commissioners of the Dublin 
Police regularly supervise the due observ- 
ance of the by-law prohibiting over- 
crowding of passengers on tramway cars 
plying within the Dublin metropolitan 
district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
pany’s by-laws exempt passengers from 
paving for children in arms under three 
vears of age. Iam not aware of any 
statutory provision which prohibits the 
levy of full fares for children under 
twelve. The police are instructed to 
enforce the by-law prohibiting over- 
crowding, and prosecutions are instituted 
when offences are detected. 


Charges against Mountmellick Police. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
man named Carroll was arrested at 
Sunmergrove, Mountmellick, on a charge 
of drunkenness, on the nigbt of the 17th 
March, was han !cuffed, and so treated by 
the police that, when brought to the police 
barrack at Mountmellick, he was suffering 
froin such injuries that the sergeant-in- 
charge requisitioned the services of a 
surgeon, who ordered Cxrroll’s removal 
to the Mountmellick workhouse hospital, 
where he lies in a critical condition ; 


'and whether he will give the names of 


the police constables who arrested Carroll, 
and say what steps he proposes taking in 
the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Inquiries 
are being made in this matter, but 
they cannot be completed until the 
injured man’s discharge from hospital 
in a few days. Carroll was arrested by 
Constables Michael Cryan and Dominick 
Masterton. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Are the 
constables meantime suspended from 
duty ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: They ought 
to be. 


W. T. Galway’s Estate, Clooncah, County 
Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE: [beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland if a request h.s been forwarded 
by the Estates Commissioners to the 
Land Judge’s Court with the view of 
purchasing the estate of William Thomas 
Galway, situ:te in the townland of 
Clooncah. county Galway, in order to 
resell same to the tenants; the date 
when the request was forwarded; and if 
any, and what, reply has been made by 
the Land Judge, the absolute order for 
sale having been made so far back as 
1887. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The request 
was issued to the Land Judge on Feb- 
ruary 2nd. The necessary documents 
have not yet been furnished by the 
Land Judge to the Commissioners. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): When 
are the documents likely to be sent ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot. pos- 
sibly answer that. 


Irish Language—Dunfanaghy Prosecution. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a man named Nuial 
MacBride was recently prosecuted at 
the Dunianaghy Petty Sessions for not 
having his name and address legibly 
printed upon his cart; and whether, 
seeing that his name and address were 
correctly shown upon the cart in Irish 
characters, he will give directions that 
such prosecutions are not in future to 
be undertakenjby the police. 


Mr. WALTER!LONG!: This case is 
sub judice, the magistrates having con- 
sented, at the defendant’s instance, to 
state a case for the opinion of the 
superlor Courts. 


Licensing Fees in Ireland. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he is aware that in some 
districts of [reland petty sessions clerks 
charge a fee of 2s. 6d. to publicans for 
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signing their licences when renewing 

: ; 5 
same; and whether the attention of the 
Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks wil! 
be called to this practice. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Registrar 
of Petty Sessions Clerks is not awar 
that this practice exists. If the hon. 
Member will give me specific instances ] 
will have inquiries made. 


Elementary Science Teaching in Ireland. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E,). 
I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can sav 
how many centres there are in Ireland 
at: Which managers and teachers have 
applied for an elementary science course 
to be held, and have been refused owing 
tothe withdrawal of the necessary grant: 
and whether the last annual report 0! 
the Head Organiser of Hlementary Science 
will be given to the public. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In four cases 
this vear applications for elementary 
science classes have been refused by the 
Board of National Educstion as a result 
of the forthcoming termination of the 
period of employment of the sud- 
organisers. ‘The Head Organiser’s Report 
will be published with the Board’s next 
Annual Report. 


Cork and Fermoy Direct Line. 

Me. PATRICK O?BRIEN: On behat! 
of the hon. Member for West Water- 
ford, | beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether, seeing that the 
period within which the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railway Company was bound to 
proceed with the construction of the 
Cork and Fermoy direct line expired on 
August Ist, 1904, he will say what steps 
it is now proposed to take with regard 
to the sum of £93,000 which the Treasury 
agreed to place at the disposal of the 
Hybrid Committee on the Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill in 
1898, to be applied towards some project 
calculated, in their view, to be beneficia: 
to the South-Hast of Ireland. 


Tuk FINANCIAL SECRETARY 0! 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caves: 
pis, Derbyshire, W.): The period within 
which the Cork-Fermoy line should have 
been proceeded with expired as stated by 
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the hon. Member. As the grant of 
£93,000 was conditional upon the 


completion of this line, there is now no 
question of its issue. 


Stamp Duty on Irish Land Purchases. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for West Waterford, 
[ beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
[relaund whether he is aware that the 
Inland Revenue assess stamp duty on all 
transters of Jand purchased under the 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Acts, or 
under the Land Act of 1903, not only on 
the money consideration paid by the 
transferee but on the entire amount of 
the outstanding portion of the advance 
to the purchasing tenant by the Land 
Commission or the Estates Commis- 
gioners; and whether, in view of the 
additional charge thus imposed on all 
transfers of purchased land, he will take 
steps, by legislation or otherwise, to 
limit the charge to the amount paid by 
the transferee. 


*Mr. VICTORCAVENDISH : [would 
ask the hon. Member to put the Question 
down again for Monday next. 


The Colonial Conference and Fiscal 
eform. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire,  Barn- 
staple): [ beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the nature of the 
instructions to be given to the British 
representatives at the Colonial Conference 
to be held in 1905 will be settled by the 
rovernment during the present session; 
whether he will undertake to inform the 
House at the earliest possible opportunity 
after such instructions have been decided 
upon ; and whether, if the present 
Government should be in power at the 
time of the Colonial Conference, he will 
undertake that such representatives shall 
have no power to deal with the fiscal 
question In any manner. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): At 
the same time may I ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in the event of 
a Colonial Conference being called 
together by the present Government, 
and any question of fiscal reform being 
delegated to it, each of the Colonies will 
have the same representation and voting 
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power, or whether each will be repre- 
sented proportionally to its population. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ayp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): [ think I 
have already intimated to the House 
that in my opinion all questions with 
regard to next vear’s Colonial Conference 
are premature at the present moment. 


Company Directors in Parliament. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will consider the advisability of the 
introduction of legislation, for the pur- 
pose of extending the provisions of the 
statutes disqualifying contractors with 
Government Departments from election 
to the House of Commons, and from 
sitting and voting therein to directors 
of incorporated trading companies con- 
tracting with Government Departments 
in their corporate capacity. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not pro- 
pose to introduce any legislation on this 
subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that if a Member 
ot this House has the smallest contract 
with the Post Office or Stationery Office 
he must leave it ? 


*\VMk. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL gave notic 
of the following Resolution, and said he 
was sure the Leader of the House would 
give him a day for it: “That, in the 
opinion of this House, the time has come 
for the extension of the provisions of the 
statutes of disqualifying contractors with 
Government Departments from election 
to the House of Commons, and from 
sittiny and voting therein, to directors 0: 
incorporated trading companies contract - 
ing with Government Departments i 
their corporate capacity.” 


The Training of Teachers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
when he proposes to give the promised 
opportunity for a discussion of the Minute 
of the Scotch Education Department on 
the training of teachers, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I told 
the hon. Member for Banffshire that I 
could not promise facilities for the dis- 
cussion of this question. but that an 
opportunity will arise on the Scotch 
Education Bill or the Estimates before 
the Minute comes into force. 


Business 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER ( Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) said he wished to ask the attention 
of the Prime Minister to the appointment 
of April 5rd as the evening for the discus- 
sion of the Bill promoted by the London 
County Council for carrying a tramway 
across the river. As the House was given 
a promise of two full days for the discus- 
sion of the Army Estimates in Committee, 
could not the First Lord of the Treasury 
take steps to prevent the deprivation this 
would mean from the time allotted for 
discussion of the Army Estimates. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) pointed out that the 
question of the tramways was down for to- 
night, and it was postponed until April 6th 
in order to avoid any difficulty. It was 
next postponed from April 6th till April 
3rd, or rather it was brought back from 
April 6th to April 5rd, because hon. 
Members opposite were going to have a 
dinner, and thought it would be incon- 
venient to attend. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he knew 
nothing of these prandial engagements 
which deflected the true course of Parlia- 
mentary business. It rested not with 
him to allocate the time to be occupied 
by private Bills, but with the Chairman 
of Committees, who endeavoured, and he 
believed he did so very evenly, to divide 
the time required fairly between Govern- 
ment time and private Members’ time. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY : Might 
I suggest that hon. Members opposite 
should put off their dinner ? 





MaJor SEELY appealed to the right 


hon. Gentleman to use his influence to 
ensure that the promise so solemnly 
given in reference to the Army Estimates 
discussion should be kept. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR would not admit 
that in letter or spirit there had been any 
breach of the undertaking given in the 
allocation of the time at his disposal, 
His hon. friend the Member for Peckham 
was interested in the County Council 
Bill and desired to move an instruction 
to the Committee; and surely it would 
be possible to come to an arrangement 
with the promoters of the Bill/ Surely 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman could not 
mean to imply that he had been guilty of 
a breach of pledge ? ; 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): It will 
be in that case. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lexpressly and 
specifically say that nothing of the kind 
has occurred or should be imputed, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Does not the right 
hon. Gentleman recollect that in con- 
sideration of the pledge which he gave 
the debate was allowed to terminate at 
an unexpectedly early hour? And now 
it appears that the pledge will not be 
carried out unless some arralgement is 
made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry the 
hon. Gentleman should make such a 
suggestion. Everybody in this House 
who gives a moment’s reflection to the 
subject will see that it is totally un- 
founded. No pledge with regard to 
Government time ever has been under- 
stood, or could be understood, as re- 
ferring to time which is not under the 
control of the Government. I[ am in 
formed that the original date was the 6th, 
and that it would have suited everybody. 
It would have suited the promoters of 
the Bill, and it would have suited my 
hon. friend who has an instruction on 
the Bill. I 
should not adhere to April 6th. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY: We 
should be perfectly willing to have the 
discussion on April 6th. 








Mr. CHURCHILL: The right hon. 
Gentleman is surely aware that if the 
whole of the evening of April Srd were 
taken up by a private Bill, although the 
pledge would be kept in the letter, he 
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would have broken the pledge in the 
spirit. 


*#Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
matter cannot be debated. Questions 
may be asked of Ministers about matters 
under their control, but this is a matter 
under the control first of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means, afterwards of the 
House. If it is understood that an 
alteration of the date would be con- 
venient. it might be possible for the 
Chairman of Ways and Means to arrange 
an alteration. But it is perfectly clear 
that the Leader of the House has no 
control over the Chairman of Ways and 
Means. 


Mr. CHURCHILL rose to speak, but 
was prevented by Ministerial interrup- 
tions from making himself heard. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Has 
the hon. Member risen to a point zof 
order 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL: May I be permitted 
to withdraw the words ‘‘ he would have 
broken the pledge in the spirit,” which 
escapel from me at the moment. I 
should have said ‘fit would have been 
broken in the spirit.” 


(COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO CROPS 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


‘eport to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed, [No. 97.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
S-anding Committee to be printed. [No. 


7] 


Bill as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be considered upon Friday, 
July 7th, and to be printed. [Bill 117.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsery reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Member from the 
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Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures: — Mr. Llewellyn; and 
had appointed in substitution: Sir J. 
Fortescue Flannery. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
** An Act to make further provisions for 
the foundation of a Dean and Chapter of 
Newcastle, and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.” [Newcastle Chapter 
(Amendment) Bill [Lords.] 


NEW BILLS, 


—_ 


CROWN LANDS BILL. 


“To amend the Crown Lands Acts, 
1829 to 1894,” presented by Mr. Victor 
Cavendish : supported by Lord Balearres ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 118.] 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 


“To amend the Acts relating to Public 
Libraries by removing the existing limit 
to the amount of the Library Rate,” 
presented by Mr. Tennant ; supported by 
Sir Albert Rollit, Sir William Houlds- 
worth, Sir Alfred Thomas, Mr. Thornton, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Middlemore, Mr. 
Hunter Craig, and Mr. Haldane; to be 
read a second tim: upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 119.] 


SUPPLY [8th MARCH] REPORT. 


Order read, for Further Consideration 
of Resolution— 


ARMY SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1904-5 (SOMALILAND). 

“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £550,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, for additional Expenditure in 
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respect of the following Armv services, 
VIZ. I— * 
£ 
Vote 1. Pay. etc., of the Army 
2. Medical Establishments, 
Pay. ete. 21,000 
}. Transport and Remounts 265,000 
7. Provisions. Forage. and 


~ 


other supplies 260,000 
12. Miscellaneous Effective 
Services 2.000 
14. Retired Pay. Half-Pay. 
and other non-effec- 
tive charges tor 
Officers. ete. 1,000 
15. Pensions and other non- 
effective charges for 
Warrant Officers. 
Non - Commissioned 
Officers, Men. and 
others GOO 


1.536.000 

386.000 
1.150,000 
Deduct Execss Appropriations 


in Aid 


Less Surpluses on other Votes 


600,000 


£550,000 
Resolution further considered— 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he had not 
finished his speech the other 
he was interrupted by 
debate, but he did not 
occupy Wanv 


quite 
evening when 
the rules of 
think he need 
minutes, especially as there were several 
hon. Members on his side of the 
House who wished to take the oppor- 
tunity afforded by that Vote of bringing 
forward a rievances, He 
had refrained from going into questions 
of detail. but he might remind the House 
that onlv within the last hour or so one 
of his complaints had received confirma- 
tion in an Answer to a Question which 
disclosed the* fact that a large quantity 
of suits of clothes were disposed of by 
the War Office after the end of the war 
in South Africa at a reduction of forty 
per. cent. on the cost price. He thought 
that it was an illustration of what was 


more 


number of 


ia 
“ur 


coing on in the War (ffice at the present 
There 


both 


growing feeling | 
and elvilians all 


was a 
soldiers 


time. 
among 
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over the country that the War Office was 
not being managed economically and 
satisfactorily, 
Both sides of the House last year 
greeted the appointment of the new 
Secretary for War with acclamation 
because they believed he was a reformer 
who would carry out reforms in the 
direction of economy. The Secretary 
for War had been a consistent critic 
of the extravagance of the War Office. 
and he had pledged himself over and 
again to do what he could to 
secure a thorough investigation in re- 
gard to these matters. In his speech 
in introducing the Estimates last vea) 
he confessed that they did not repre 
sent his idea of what ought to be the 
character or scale of expenditure on the 
Army. That led them to believe that 
in the right hon. Gentleman they had one 
who intended to enforce economy at the 
War (Office in every possible way, and toe 
the reduction of the very un- 
necessary expenditure which undoubtedh 
was there going on. The present vear’s 
Estimates, however, showed that the 
reductions which the right hon. Centle- 
man had been able to make during the 
first vear of his office were infinitesimally 
small. It was true he prided himself 
last vear on making a reduction on the 
normal Estimates of £280,000, but the 
greater part of that was secured merels 
by wiping out altogether the Militia 
Reserves. This vear thev had a deficiency 
in the Estimates, and unfortunately ther 
had no pledge for future 
The new Estimates had already 
printed, and they had been enabled to 
gather from them that there was to be 
no substantial reduction in the coming 
year. The intentions of the right hon. 
Gentleman had, 
but it 


over 


secure 


economies, 


been 


no doubt, been ver 
feared that 
War Office 


ove! him. 


was to be 
were the 
had contro] 
and* were preventing him from obtaining 


good, 
there 
who 


those at 


secured 
any substantial reductions. 


Unless substantial improvements were 
brought about swiftly, he feared that 


feeling in the country would _ rise 
to such an extent that the Ary 
must suffer in vears to come. Thev 
wanted not a slight reduction, but 

very large curtailment, and the nation 
would insist wpon that. ‘This Vote 
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afforded them the first opportunity they | They thought it a fair game and they 


had had of showing their determination | plaved it as hard as the 


to secure a reasonable diminution in the 
Army Estimates. If they could only 
prevent excessive expenditure in the 
present vear, they might rely upon it that 
in future vears it would be a more easy 
task, and thev would have submitted to 
chem Estimates which were complete in 
-hemselves, and which would not have to 
e added to by Supplementary Estimates 
nd additional Votes. He hoped the 
House would tell the gentlemen who now 
ontrolled the War Office that economies 
aust be made, that the economies 
yromised last year must be carried out, 
ind he trusted that such a lesson would 
be given as would ensure the economic 
idministration of the War Office in the 
future. He begged to move the reduc- 
ion of the Vote by £250,000, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out * £550,000. and 
£300,000. —(. Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


insert 


Question proposed; “ That £550,000 
tand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
aid he had an Amendment the 
daper which was covered by the Amend 
ient of his hon. friend, with whose views 
¢ heartily svmpathised. He. however, 
lesired particularly to call attention to 
em B.B.. namely, the grant of £60,000 
to the Rhodesian Railways. When the 
Estimate was presented earlier in the 
session he put a Question on the Paper 
asking the Secretary for War for ex- 
lanations of the Vote, and he was told 
the right hon. Gentleman would give 
ill details in Committee. Unfortunately 
ip to the present no opportunity had 
een offered for the submission of these 
exp This Vote illustrated, if 
uvthing could do so, a statement made 
‘vo vears ago by the right hon. Gentle- 
wan the Member for Crovdon when 
‘hancellor of the Exchequer that it was 
Most as expensive to make peace as it 
ras to make war. They would find that 
the conclusion of the war 
‘ie publie authorities in South Africa, 
the various Colonial Governments 
other bodies, with accord 


on 








anations. 


ter 


d one 


“ton the Imperial Exchequer in order 
‘get as much out of it as possible. 


all | 


y could. In 
one particular instance, the Natal 
Government made extensive claims, and 
within a few weeks offered to com- 
promise the whole matter, for exactly 
one-half, and Lord Kitchener suggested 
that the better plan was to close with 
that offer as quickly as possible. Now, 
this grant raised a very similar question, 
although on a somewhat smaller scale. 
The Rhodesian Railway was practieally 
the Chartered Company: it was at any 
rate subsidiary to the Chartered Com- 
pany, and the majority of the shares in 
it were held by or guaranteed by that 
company. The company received a grant 
of £20,000 every vear from the Imperial 
Exchequer, and had done so ever since 
1897. Technically, indeed. the grant 
came out of the funds of the Bechuanas 
land Protectorate, but inasmuch as the 
grants to that Protectorate varied from 
£30,000 to £70,000, it would seen 
that they sufficed to cover the grant 
to the Rhodesian Railway Company. 


be 


Now, in regard to this. particuler 
claim. It first under the 
of the House more than two years since, 
and it was brought up in the Repoit 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General, 
It was a claim for compensation for 


Came notice 


| the use of the railway during the time 


of the siege of Mafeking. Practically 
this country had the sole use of the 
railway from October Ist, 1899, down 
to the month of June, 1900. When the 
claim was under consideration the 
authorities of this country took up the 
position, atter consultation with 
Military Director of Railways in Sout! 
Africa, that while it was proper that 
compensation should be granted, it should 
be calculated on the actual cost of work- 
ing the railwav, and that it should not be 
based solely on the nine months whilst 
we were in military occupation, but that 
the figures for a complete year should 
be taken into consideration. That posi- 
tion was agreed to by the War Office, 
the Treasury, and the Colonial Office, 
and on that basis it was worked out 


thy 


that the balance due to the company 





exactly what happened. 


amounted to £24,817 3s. 8d. That sum 
was offered to the Rbodesian Railway 
Company. He would like to make cleat 
The company 
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claimed that there was a loss on the | 
undertaking during the whole period in| 
which we occupied the line, and they | 
asked to be recouped the loss of that | 


period. But on our side it was submitted 


that at the end of the occupation the | 


line was handed back to the company 
with a considerable accumulation of 
traffic which to a large extent compen- 
sated for the loss which had been suffered 
during the antecedent period, and there- 
fore any claim for adjustment should be 
made for the whole vear and not merely 
for the nine months. The company fur- 
ther made rather a large demand. They 
wanted to be compensated for the loss 
they suffered during the war over the 
whole of their railway svstem. That, to his 
mind, was a preposterous demand which 
could not be entertained by the Govern- 
ment for one moment. 


But what had been the history of the 
question since then? Last year, in the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General presented to the Public Accounts 
Committee, they were told that the thing 
had not been settled, and when they 
pressed the Director of Public Accounts of 
the War (ffice for further information, he 
replied on June 10th, that both sides had 
agreed to arbitration, and he suggested 
that he should not le pressed to give 
further informatic non the si bject because 
the moment wis not convenient for the 
discussion of it. The Committee agreed, 
consequently. not to press the demand 
for further information, and they had 
no further information up to the time of 
the receipt of the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, when they 
ascertained that after protracted negotia- 
tions the claims of the company had been 
settled in Augtst last by the payment of 
£60,000. The Reyort went on to say 
that it would be remembered that the 
sum of £75,0C0 was advanced to the 
company in 1901, and that, added to the 
£60,000 now paid, made a total charge cf 
£135,000 for the use of the line for the 
nine montts during which it was occu- 
pied by the military in connecticn with 
the siege of Mafeking, and that was in 
addition to the grant of £20,000 made 
anmially cut of the Public Exchequer. 
He thought this was a case in which the 
war in South Africa had proved a some- 
what valuable asset to the railway com- 


M . Buchanan. 


| was, why was it abandoned ? 
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pany, and, bearing in mind the fact that 
those largely interested in the company 
were to agreat extent the cause of 
the war, it did not seem right that 
they should make a really substantial 
profit in that manner. We had had 
to bear the burden of the war not 


only in loss of life, but also in loss of 


treasure, and then we found that those 
who were primarily the cause of the 
conflict, and :n whose interests we under- 
took the fighting, were endeavouring to 


get the last possible farthing out of the 


taxpayers of this country. 

He did think that this was a matter 
which required explanation fiom the 
right hon. Gentleman, and he would 
like to put to him one or two specific 
Questions. First, was the offer of 
arbitration ever accepted, and if it 
In the 


_second place, why did the War Office 


depart from the position, taken up on the 
recommendation of the Military Director 
of Railways in South Africa, to accept 
liability only on the basis of the actual 
cost of working the line, which amounted 
to £24,800? Why was that arrangement 
departed from? The Secretary for War 
had told them that further claims 
amounting to £25,000 were put in by the 
company. They would like to know 
what those claims were for, and he 
desired to point out further that even 
the £23,000 added to the £24,000 did not 
make up the £60,000 which had actually 
been paid. How was the balance of 
nearly £13,000 accounted for? Was the 
company demanding interest, or what 
was the ground upon which this large 
sum had been paid? What was the 
explanation of the extraordinary change 
of policy which had taken place in this 
matter? He thought that the people of 
this country had a claim to examine 
into the whole question. 


*Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) thought 
hon. Members were under a Jarge obliga 
tion to the hon. Member for Lichfield for 


the somewhat sweeping character of the | 
reduction he had moved. He had, no | 


doubt, put it at that substantial 
figure so that it might afford op- 
portunity for hon. Members to give 
expression to the dissatisfaction they 


‘felt at various matters connected with 
the administration of the War Office. 
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He was not quite sure that his hon. friend 
had made his case quite big enough. 
The various changes in the Government 
had been so completely rapid and kalei- 
discopic, and the information imparted 
to the House had been so meagre, that he 
might be pardoned if he asked for a little 
more information in regard to Somali- 
land. A short time ago they had a 
cheme of punitive expeditions there 
against the Mullah, who was declared to 
be mad. The result was that they spent 
omething like £3,009,000 in endeavour- 
ing to catch and detain him during His 
Majesty’s pleasure. Tney were told that 
the Government went to war with the 
Mullah to protect the tribes with whom 
we had treaties. The hon. Member for 
Stepney insisted the other day how 
extremely important it was to keep faith 
with native tribes; and how anything in 
the way of breach of faith with them was 
known in India, talked about, and might 
lead to dire consequences. We agreed, 
believed, and trembled from fear of what 
migit happen when the inhabitants of 
India knew of the attitude the Govern- 
ment had taken up with reference to the 
ion. Member for King’s Lynn. The noble 
lord the Under-Secretary for Foreign 
\fairs on the same day told the House 
that we undertook these expeditions in 
Somaliland not to acquire territory but 
todo something better—to maintain our 


reputation among certain tribes in 
Somaliland for keeping engagements. 


But the Somali parsnips went unbuttered, 
because the noble Lord went on to 
announce a general policy of scuttle 


in Somaliland, tempered by a_ free 
distribution of rifles. That was an 
extremely important announcement. 


The last transformation, however, was 
announced not, as hon. Members would 


Jiave thought it right, to this House but 


to the Press. That was that an agent 


Jepresenting the Italian Government had 


come to an arrangement with the Mullah ; 
in fact, had entered into a written treaty 





Mullah, 


no | 


‘jal 
op- 
ive 
ey 
ith 
ce, 


between the Italian Government and the 
with the subsequent cordial 
asent of the British Government, by 
which the Mullah’s sovereignty or 
aithority over a large tract of what the 
late Marquess of Salisbury called ‘ light 
nd” in that part of Africa was to be 
recognised, and, in return, the Mullah 
VOL. CXLIT. [Fourrnu Sertes.] 
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promised not to raid the British and 
Italian protected tribes. 


He thought the Government must 
excuse him if he asked for more 
information as to that treaty. Why 


was it not entered into before? It 
was not for want of examples on the 
North-West Frontier of India, where the 
tribes, for fighting and other powers, 
could give points to any native tribes in 
Somaliland. In an interesting speech 
on the Financial Statement for India for 
the year 1901-2, Lord Curzon gave an 
account of the Mahsud Waziri tribes on 
the North-West Frontier who had raided 
posts, stolen rifles, carried off women, 
and had generally played the sime 
game as the Mullah had done in 
Somaliland. The Indian Government 
decided not to adopt the plan of a 
punitive expedition, for that had never 
proved satisfactory; but they pro- 
ceeded to blockade the Waziri country 
for fifteen months. That was an extremely 
cheap form of coercion. A village or two 
was burned, and the tribal subsidy which 
the Waziri had enjoyed of 10,000 rupees 
a month for keeping the caravan trade 
routes open was stopped. At the end of 
fifteen months these tribes submitted, 
made restitution of the stolen rifles, paid 
a fine, and promised to behave them- 
selves in future. Lord Curzon made it 
plain that it was the financial pressure 
which prevailed. What he wanted to 
know was whether anything of the kind 
was going to be arranged with the 
Mullah ; whether there was to be any 
financial control over him; and whether 
he was to be paid any subsidy for keep- 
ing the caravan routes open ? 

Then the noble Lord also told the 
House that there was to be an issue 
of arms to the tribes. Was the House 
to understand that these arms were 
to be something in the nature of a 
substitute for the withdrawal of our 
protection from the tribes with whom 
we had entered into that engagement ? 
Before the announcement of the agree- 
ment with the Mullah he had con- 
sidered the arms were a very poor sub- 
stitute for the Government’s promise 
of protection to these tribes; but vhey 
could hardly expect that the Govern- 
ment should keep their promise to 
a handful of 


2L 


savage tribes whea 
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they had already broken a _ promise 
made to free-fooders nearer home. 


The Government displayed great anxiety 
to protect the tribes in Somaliland, 
but had made no arrangement to pro- 
tect their friends from the raids of 
the Mullah of Birmingham. He wanted 


to know whether this arrangement 
for the distribution of arms to the 


native tribes had been altered or varied 
in any way. The noble Lord had 
practically refused any information as 
to the number of rifles that had been 
distributed and had told him that on 
reflection he would see that that was 
not a proper Question to ask. He had 
been reflecting ever since and could 
not find any reason why that Question 
should not have been answered. The 
noble Lord was on the horns of a 
dilemma. Were the rifles to be distributed 
tothe tribes effective or non-effective 
weapons? Ifthey were only something 
of the nature of trade muskets, they 
must have been issued merely for the 
purpose of throwing dust in the eyes of 
people at home. But if they were in the 
nature of weapons of precision, then he 
asked the noble Lord whether he was not 
of opinion that that was a contravention 
of the spirit, if not the letter, of the Act 
of the Brussels Conference of 1890, That 
Conference dealt with four-fifths of 
Africa, including Somaliland, and the 
various signatory Powers parties to that 
Conference, of which Great Britain was 
one, bound themselves not to allow any 
importation of weapons of precision, and 
a fortiort not to distribute them them- 
selves among the inhabitants of the 
countries with which the Conference 
Act dealt. It was possible that the 
noble Lord would shelter himself under 


the exceptions named in Article 9 
of the Act. The exceptions were 
arms carried by travellers, or by 


those who could give guarantees that the 
arms were not to be traded to the 
natives, or were for the use of an organ- 
ised force. He did not think it possible 
that these exceptions could cover the 
distribution of arms to certain selected 
tribes in Somaliland. Again, had the 
noble Lord informed the other signatory 
Powers to the Brussels Conference Act 
of his intention to arm certain selected 
tribes in Somaliland 2 


Mr. Lyell. 
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He was sure, with 
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the knowledge he had of those tribes 
under our protection, that this arming 
policy might be extremely dangerous and 
lead to considerable loss of life in inter- 
tribal disputes. 

But, again he asked, why was all 
this not done years ago? Why should 
we now have to learn our business 
in colonial administration from the 
Italian Government which had so few 
colonies? What information was now at 
the disposal of His Majesty’s Government 
which was not at their disposal years 
ago ? Colonel Hayes Sadler reported on 
April 12th, 1899, when the Mullah first 
made his appearance, that the Mullah 
had settled disputes among the tribes, 
had kept them from raiding each other, 
and was generally thought to be in sup- 
port of law and order. And he had even 
sent in a prisoner to Berbera. ‘The Mullah 
was then considered to be a man with 
whom it was perfectly possible to deal 
and who was actually willing to enter 
into something like an Extradition Treaty 
with us. Why was not an arrangement 
arrived with him at that time? Until a 
satisfactory Answer to some of these 
Questions were given he would certainly 
support the reduction. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said that to many Members of 
the House the original Army Estimates 
appeared excessive, but now that exces- 
sive burden was to be aggravated by ad- 
ditional expenditure such as this Supple- 
mentary Vote of £1,500,000. He was afraid 
that this Supplementary Vote, as well as 
others, often stood for waste. He would 
submit that this Motion for a substantial 
reduction should be supported by 
all who were in favour of efficiency 
and economy inthe Army. The House 
had discussed Army reform for \eats— 
every kind of change in the system at 
the War Office, every kind of Army reform 
had been suggested, every kind of promise 
had been given as to efficiency and 
economy, but it had all come to nothing. 
These discussions were to a great extent 
idle; and under the circumstances the 
House might well despair of securing 
any economy or effective reform. He 
was very glad this substantial reduction 


had been moved and he would support: | 


it. 
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Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
wished to revert to a matter which 
was of great interest to his constituency. 
He desired to know what steps were 
being taken by the War Office to see 
that animals now being brought back 
from Africa were in a healthy condition. 
No such steps were taken afcer the 
South African War; and the result was 
that what was known as the “ African 
hovse disease’? had appeired in his 
constituency. Only ten days ago he 
saw in the stables of the Marquess of 
Waterford two horses suffering irom this 
disease, and they had to be slaughtered. 
Thev were told that the animals should 
be slaughtered and that half the money 
would be refunded, but he thought the 
entire value should he given. That 
would make the owners more ready to 
inform the authorities when a case of 
disease appeared. 
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Me. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said he hoped the noble Lord 
would be able to explain rather more 
definitely than he had what was the 
policy of the Government in respect to 
the native tribes in Somaliland. <A 
fortnight ago, he himself alluded to the 
way in which the tribes had been vic- 
timised by constant changes of policy on 
the part of the Government. On that 
occasion the noble Lord stated that in 
1901 the policy had been tried of 
defending the frontier, but it had to be 
abandoned owing to the difficulty in- 
volved in protecting a range of 500 miles 
and the expense incurred in maintaining a 
garrison of 10,000 men. The Govern- 
ment on that occasion stated that they 
had not in any way thrown over their 
obligations to the native tribes under 
the treaties of 1886; but they also 
declared that responsibility would be 
confined to the coast line and that in 
the event of any difficulties occurring in 
the Hinterland they would be prepared to 
deal with them by means of punitive 
expeditions. That policy had, however, 
been found to be very extravagant ; 
and now another policy had _ been 
adopted. That was to arm the tribes 
ind to organise them so that they might 
be in a position to defend thems»lves in 
any future emergency. That was a 
frank and plain declaration which he 
thought the House understood; but on 
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Tuesday last he asked the noble Lord as 
to the area in which the natives would 
look after their own interests; and the 
noble Lord said that the natives had the 
right to protection from this Govern- 
ment throughout the area in which we 
had treaty engagements. So far as he 
understood the noble Lord, he now re- 
pudiated the policy he laid down a fort- 
night ago. What was the exact attitude 
of the Government towards the tribes ? 
Were the tribes which had been armed 
to be protected or were they to be left 
to protect themselves? That was a 
point which ought to be cleared up. The 
House should also be informed as to the 
terms which had been entered into by the 
Italian Government, and also whether 
this Government assented to them. 


*THe UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, S.) said he would 
try toexplain the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government, but he thought he had 
already made it sufficiently clear. There 
had been no question of a repudiation 
of their obligations. It was said that 
they had over and over again changed 
their policy; but there were only two 
possible policies. The first was that 
which Liberal as well as Conservative 
Governments had hitherto followed, that 
of depriving the tribes of their arms and 
leaving them defenceless. The second 
policy, the policy which they had now 
adopted, was that of placing the tribes in 
possession of a certain number of rifles and 
superintending an organisation which they 
hoped would enable them to meet any raid 
that was likely to be brought against them 
inthe future. It was quite impossible for 
him to forecast the extent to which in th» 
event of another raid by another Mullah 
the Government might feel bound to come 
to their defence if their own resources 
were not sufficient ; but he certainly did 
not think these tribes would have any 
claim upon His Majesty’s Government to 
repeat the expenditure of life and money 
which they had recently incurred if 
they had not made good use of the 
opportunities now placed in their hands. 


The hon. Member for East Dorset 
had asked him about the number and 
character of the rifles issued. He did 
not understand his Question the other 
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day as meaning whether they were toy 
rifles or not. No one would suppose that 
so absurd a policy was contemplated as 
supplying rifles that would be useless ; 
most of them were of the Martini-Henri 
pattern. The only thing he said with 
regard to these rifles was that he thought 
it was inexpedient to give detailed in- 
formation as to the exact number sup- 
plied,and he thought this was a proposition 
which would not be demurred to by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. The number 
was not very large and the distribution 
was under the charge of General Swayne. 
Another Question had been asked him 
with regard to the Brussels Conference, 
whether the supply of arms was not a 
contravention of an Article of that Act. 
This article had been read by an hon. 
Member, and it really supplied the 
answer. There were two exceptions 
under the provisions of that Act, and it was 
under the first that they justified this 
limited issue of rifles. The paragraph in 
Article 9 of the General Act of the 
Brussels Conference was in the following 
tcrms— 

* Besides the measures directly taken by 
Government for the arming of the public force 
and the organisation for their defence, in- 
dividual exception shall be admitted for persons 
affording sufficient guarantees that the arms 
and ammunition delivered to them will not be 
given, assigned, or sold to third persons, ete, 
ete.” 


Mr. LYELL asked whether the noble 
Lord meant to say that the phrase 
force publique in that Article covered 
the distribution of arms to individuals 
as distinct from an organised force. 


*EarL PERCY said his own opinion 
was that the phrase was susceptible of 
different interpretations. It was applied 
to sentries in districts of West Africa, 
leased to concessionary Companies. He 
should certainly interpret it as applicable 
to a tribal organisation for self-defence. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said he did 
not understand the present position of 
the Government with regard to Somali- 
Jand. Had the whole expeditionary force 
been withdrawn ? And what torce was to 
be maintained under the present policy. 


*EarL PERCY said he explained 
these matters at some length when the 
juestion was formerly debated. He 
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explained that they were maintaining 
a permanent garrison in Somaliland of 
about 500 men, and, in addition, for one 
year they had an Indian regiment, « force 
of about 800, which would be withdrawn as 
soon as the organisation of the tribes was 
complete. The expeditionary force was 
withdrawn last July. With regard to 
the terms of peace, he was afraid he could 
not give the information asked for. It was 
rather peculiar, but they were without 
the actual details ; all that thev actually 
knew was that the Mullah bad signed 
perce with the representative of the 
Italian Government, and that he bad sent 
a deputation to Berbera to sign peace 
with General Swayne. 


Me. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said they had been told that the Govern- 
ment were going to chinge their policy 
in Somaliland and provide the tribes 
with arms in order that they might 
defend themselves. There was no use 
erying over spilt milk, but he wished to 
point out that what had taken place in 
respect to our relitions with Somaliland 
was an object-lesson for the people out- 
side this House to bear in mind. The 
Mullah had a religion of his own, and he 
exercised sway over waterless deserts 
which nobody could want. We said he 
was a madman, and we thought, because 
we said so, that somebody should put him 
ina madhouse. We sent two expeditions 
against him andhe beat us. We foundit 
impossible to get the better of him. Now 
the Italian Government stepped in and 
did precisely what weought to have 
done. We ought to have asked what 
fronticrs he wanted, but as long as we 
treated him as a fanatic we could not 
come to terms with him. The whole 
thing was reported in the Italian news- 
paper Tribuna some days ago. and it was 
surprising that General Swayne had not 
sent the information. The Government 
were always behind with their infor- 
mation. The only thing they could do 
would be to turn out the present Govern- 
ment as fast as they could, or other parts 
of the world would be lost :Iso. There 
was a strong case against the Government 
in regard to the Rhodesian railways. 
The military people said thit the utmost 
we owed for them was £24,000, An 
additional claim was put in for £25,000 
and we proposed to go to arbitration. 











aa, 


eo a & at 2 ot OO ee Ck Ue CU Ue” ee 


ie ae ok 


~~ 


oUlUuertlCOlOOOO SS lll OY 


ijn 


a  — — 








993 Army Supplementary 


That proposal seemed to have 
been dropped, and eventually £60,000 
was paid. He did not know why we 
should subsidise these railroads. He 
asked the Secretary of State for War the 
other day what was the amount of the 
guarantee by the Chartered Company, 
and the right hon. Gentleman referred 
him to the company, stating that they 
would be delighted to furnish him with 
the information. The secretary of the 
company had said that he would refer to 
the board, but the hon. Member believed 
that unless the representative of the Gov- 
ernment used influence with the company 
to get the Return he would not get it. The 
Chartered Company had, he understood, 
guiranteed all the debentures, and he 
wanted to know what the amount of that 
guarantee was, 


Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he wanted to call attention 
to the item in the Vote of £20,000 for 
medical establishments and pay, which, he 
thought, required some explanation. He 
hoped the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury was in a position to give it. 
He found from the detailed statement 
that the sum was mainly for the purpose 
of paying civil surgeons. It was a re- 
markable fact that some years after the 
war was over the expenditure for civil 
surgeons should be increasing. In the 
Estimates for the year before the one they 
were now discussing the expenditure for 
civil surgeons was £42,000, and that in 
time of peace. Last year it was reduced 
to £36,000, but now, on account of their 
marvellous want of foresight as to the 
expenditure on civil surgeons, the Depart- 
ment came in for an additional Vote of 
£20,000, That showed a slipshod and 
slovenly way of conducting public 
business. The other day the Secretary 
of State for War informed him that he 
had added 462 medical officers to the 
staff; but there must have been some 
mistake in his figures, for on looking 
at the Army List he found the total 
strength was 777 for the year 1904-5, 770 
for the previous year, and 710 for 
the year before that. But if the 
Army Medical Staff was being increased, 
why was an extra £20,000 wanted for 
civil surgeons? There must be some 
explanation for this enormous increase. 
It arose to some extent out of the policy 
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of the Advisory Board of not having 
Army medical officers at small stations, 
the plea being that they would get rusty. 
But a man who was in earnest about his 
profession would not get rusty anywhere. 
Apparently the Army medical officers 
were not stationed in small districts, but 
were kept in large districts, where pro- 
bably they would not get rusty, and thev 
had to employ civil surgeons to do the 
work which ought to be done by the 
Army medical officers. In Yorkshire and 
some great towns elsewhere, they saw a 
retired medical officer doing recruiting 
examinations, and civil surgeons looking 
after the wives and children of soldiers, 
while the soldiers themselves had occa- 
sionally to be sent to the nearest larg» 
town to go into a civil hospital, instead 
of being treated by their own medical 
officers as they ought to be. The who!e 
system wanted careful inquiring into. 
This gross and hitherto inexplicable 
extravagance in the employment of civil 
surgeons was one that he hoped would 
be explained in order that they might 
understand why some £20,000 extra was 
being spent on a department which, if 
the Army Medical Corps was efficient, 
ought not to be required at all. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said the knowledge of the hon. 
Member for Northampton was encyclo- 
pedic, but he was not quite right about 
the Mullah. The Mullah was not by any 
means a chieftain. He was a stevedore 
at Aden, and a camel driver on the 
Somali coast; he was called mad, but he 
was not mad at all. That was only a 
figure of speech in those countries for 
people who happened to be religious. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE asked whether 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman sug- 
gested that an honest working man was 
the worse for being religious. 


Srr CARNE RASCH said that was 
not the case at all; he merely sugzested 
that the hon. Gentleman should follow 
his example. For all he had heard the 
Mullah was a hard nut to crack and very 
difficult to get on with, but he was not a 
chieftain as represented by the hen. 
Member for Northampton. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were very difficult to 
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please. They objected to the Govern- | 
ment arming the tribes and withdrawing 
the troops ; they equally objected to the 
three expensive and _ unsatisfactory 
expeditions against the Mullah. As to 
the suggestion that the Mullah’s country 
should be blockaded, it was absolutely 
impossible to blockade a territory 5(0 
miles long by 300 wide with two or three 
battalions of native troops. Another sug- 
gestion was that Lord Curzon’s policy of 
withdrawing subsidies should be followed, 
but they could not withdraw a subsidy 
which had never been given. He thought 
the noble Lord was possibly a_ little 
premature in withdrawing so many troops 
from the Somali coast. There were only 
certain battalions of native troops to hold 
something like 400 miles of lines of com- 
munication. The whole business was in 
the nature of a Gilbert and Sullivan opéra 
bouffe. The Amir of Abyssinia attacked 
the Mullah ; the Mullah attacked the tribes 
on the Somali coast under our protection ; 
no one knew why, but he did so, and the 
Government were bound to protect them. 
The coast line of the Red Sea was especi- 
ally valuable as being the open door to 
Abyssinia, and it we did not look after it 
other people would. Abyssinia was a 
country with which a good deal might be 
done, and if we did not look after it 
somebody else would. A short time ago 
he suggested that it would be as well 
if the Mullah could be arranged with 
or “squared.” That appeared to 
have been an intelligent anticipation of 
events, as the Mullah had been squared 
by the Italians. If Colonel Swayne or 
somebody else could make a similar 
arrangement it would save this country 
a great deal of money and be a good 
thing all round. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster) said that it making a few 
remarks on the item of pay for civilian 
Medical Officers he had no wish to revive 
the echoes of a past controversy except so 
far as they bore upon the present position 
of the Army Medical Service. The House 
would remember that in that controversy 
three distinct objects were put forward. 
The first and most pressing was the 
amelioration of the condition of the 20,000 
sick and wounded at that time lying 
in the military hospitals in South Africa. 
That object was immediately secured, 
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for within a fortnight or three weeks 
after the attention of the public had 
been drawn to the matter a complete 
transformation was effected in the 
hospitals concerned. The second object 
was to secure a permanent and organic 
reform of the Army Medical Service. 
That also had been largely secured, 
and in that connection the right hon. 
Gentleman the present Secretary of State 
for India, however much he might have 
invited criticism by his other schemes of 
Army reform, deserved great credit for the 
sincere and practical manner in which he 
carried out the reform of the Army Medical 
Department. The third object was so 
to materialise the lessons of the war that, 
should the country be called upon to 
engage in any such struggle in the future, 
it would be impossible for the medical 
disasters of the South African campaign 
to be repeated. He regretted to say 
with regard to that object we were not ina 
much berter position than before or during 
the war. Everyone would admit that 
it was impossible to maintain during 
peace an Army or military departments 
equal to all the demands of a great 
war. If that were true in a general 
sense, it was especially true of tlie Medical 
Department. This was a matter which 
went to the root not only of the efficiency 
of the medical service, but also of the 
effective protection of the taxpayer. It 
was in no way necessary in peace time to 
maintain the Army Medical Department 
at war strength; and it so happened that 
that} department was more easy of 
expansion than any other in case of need. 
Artillery and trained artillerymen and 
engineers could not be secured at a 
moment’s notice, but there was at all 
times an adequate supply of civilian 
medical men, ready and willing, often at 
considerable sacrifice, to give their 
services in time of war. That was the 
case about the time of the South African 
War, but because there was no system or 
organisation for utilising the services of 
civilian medical men the Army Medical 
Service broke down. Two years ago the 
then Secretary of State for War assured 
the House that he fully realised the 
importance of this matter, and that at 
the beginning of the next session he 
proposed to introduce a scheme for the 
proper organisation of civilian surgeons 
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in time of war, but nothing had since 
been heard of the matter. 


There were two ways in which civilians 
could be utilised in time of war. One was 
in the form of separate and solid units, 
possibly controlled by an officer from the 
Army Medical Department in matters 
affecting their status as Army hospitals, 
but otherwise self-governed and _ self- 
contained, entirely dependent upon 
civilian medical officers. That method 
was admirably illustrated by the volun- 
tary hospitals in the South African War. 
There was another way, namely, that 
civilian practitioners should be obtained 
and absorbed, so to speak, into the regular 
Army Medical Service, and should have 
their proper places apportioned to them 
in military hospitals so that they could 
work together in a campaign without any 
friction and with the best possible results 
to the sick and wounded. The absence 
of a system of that sort in the last war 
produced the most dire results. There 
might be very few hon. Members who had 
watched this question closely, but he 
wished to remind the Committee of a 
curious case, typical of many others, 
which was brought before the Hospital 
Commission, in which in the largest 
hospital in Bloemfontein civilian medical 
officers carried on the hospital, inter- 
spersed with the Regular Army Medical 
officers. Owing, however, to there 
having been no system whereby their 
proper places could be ascertained and 
atranged the friction between these two 
classes of medical men was so great that 
this particular hospital was entirely disor- 
ganised ; and when the Surgeon-General, 
who was the chief of the Army Medical 
Officers in South Africa, was examined, 
he admitted that he was perfe:tly helpless 


to suggest a remedy and that the friction | 


must go on until the machine broke down. 
All this could be obviated by a little care 
and prevision, and by taking into counsel 
the heads of the civilian medica! profession 
in this country in conjunction with the 
heads of the Army Medical Department. 
Those who had watched what had 
happened in South Africa would admit 
that some organised plan of this sort, 
which should be accepted by the Army 
Medical Department and acceptable to 
and sympathised with by the civilian 
medical profession, was absolutely neces- 
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sary to prepare this country for a great 
war so far as the medical service was 
concerned. 

He would not enlarge upon this subject, 
but he would put it to his hon. friend the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he could inform the Committee 
what progress had been made in this 
matter, or at least if the hon. Member 
could assure them that the Secretary of 
State realised the important bearing this 
question had upon the preparedness of the 
country for a great war. He was aware 
that there had been in the archives of 
the War Office since the latter part of 
the year 1900 a scheme drawn u» by an 
extremely able civilian medical officer 
of great war experience, Dr. George 
Stoker, who in the first place originally 
suggested and drew up the lines, 
explained in a letter to The Times, 
of the system upon which the whole 
arrangements for the voluntary hospitals 
were carried out, who assisted to organise 
the first hospital, and suggested to Lord 
Iveagh the scheme of his Irish hospital, 
and accompanied it throughout the South 
African War. That gentleman was one 
of the finest ambulance leaders whom he 
saw in the Russo-Turkish War, and he 
had studied this question, and he placed 
before the War Office a scheme of civilian 
medical aid upon the lines on which he 
thought any scheme in the future must be 
drawn. He desired to ask whether the 
attention of the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office, or of the Secretary of State 
for War, had really been directed to this 
matter. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromMLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
no one would question the great import- 
ance of the subject to which the Member 
for Westminster had referred, and the 
importance of the speech he had delivered 
upona question to which he had devoted 
much time and attention with the object 
of securing improvements where they had 
been very baily required. This was a 
question in which the Secretary of State 
for War had been interesting himself 
very much indeed, and he thought his 
right hon. friend would be able to give 
him at a later stage on the Estimates 
the assurance he had asked for. The 
question of the* Army Medical ,Corps 
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resolved itself into two parts: (1) what 
was required in time of peace; and 
(2) what was required in time of war. 
In regard to the Royal Army Medical 
Corps, in time of war the establishment 
had to be kept enormously large, and in 
time of peace this was not necessary. 
He did not think hon. Members who 
had raised this question would contend 
that the establishment of the Army 
Medical Corps ought to be so great in 
time of peace as to enable it to deal with 
the requirements of war. He thought, 
also, that they would agree with him 
that, in case of war, it was most desirable 
that they should call in the assistance 
of these civil doctors who, during the 
South African War, rendered such splendid 
service to the country. He thought 
the Association of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps with the civilian branch, 
upon that occasion, had been of very 
great service to both branches of that 
great profession. He understood one of 
the complaints was that this Estimate 
indicated that the Royal Army Medical 
Corps was insufficient in establishment 
and strength. That was the principal 
reason which had necessitated this 
Supplementary Estimate. They could 
not maintain a larger number of men 
than that for which they had estimated 
without affecting not merely one, but all 
the Votes on the Estimates. It was, 
therefore, unfair on this account to say 
that the War Office had been proved to 
be incompetent. In the same way the 
necessity of maintaining in South Africa 
a larger number of men than they had 
estimated for affected all the Votes. In 
regard to this particular Vote they had 
anticipated that at the beginning of the 
vear the garrison in South Africa would 
be very largely reduced; but as a matter 
of fact it was not reduced for many 
months after. The necessity for main- 
taining a considerably larger garrison 
than was estimated for had made greater 
demands than were expected upon the 
medical service. He agree that the Royal 
Army Medical Corps was not sufficiently 
large, and its strength had not been 
kept up to its establishment, but during 
the coming year he believed proposals 
would be made by the Secretary of State 
for War to increase the establishment, 
and he hoped they would be able to 
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recruit a sufficient number of medical 
officers to meet all requirements. 


With regard to the importation of 
disease amongst horses in Ireland, it was 
generally accepted by the veterinary 
surgeons that it had originated in South 
Africa, but there was no means of proving 
it. He could assure the House that no 
further disease was likely to be intro- 
duced, because horses were not to be 
brought from South Africa to Ireland at 
all in the future. All the horses which 
were no longer required in South Africa 
would, in the future, be sold there. As to 
the question of compensation, he was, of 
course, not in @ position to say anything 
about that. The question could only 
arise if a man who had lose a horse 
could prove that it was directly due to 
some action on the part of the War Office 
Department in bringing horses suffering 
trom disease into Ireland. He did not 
savy that under no circumstances would 
any person get compensation, but he 
thought it would be extremely difficult to 
prove that any compensation was due. 


Turning to the question of the payment 
of £60,000 to the Rhodesia Railway 
Company, he had been asked to give a 
full statement. He would endeavour to 
do so, and he would make his statement 
as short as he could. This sum repre- 
sented a payment to the Rhodesia Rail- 
way Company for services rendered by 
this company during the war. During 
the early part of the war, military 
exigencies required the use, by the 
military authorities, of certain portions 
of the railway owned and controlled 
by the Rhodesia Railway Company. 
It should be remembered that by the 
terms of the contract these railways 
were entitled to charge two-third rates 
upon all Imperial troops and military 
stores carried along their system. They 
made no claim for damage or deteriora- 
tion of their railway or rolling stock 
under the conditions in which in time of 
war the railway was used for transport. 
All they claimed was that any actual 
loss they suffered should be made good 
to them and that out-of-pocket expenses 
which they had incurred by payments 
made for services rendered to the military 
authorities in connection with the work- 
ing of the line, should be repaid. No 
claim for profit had been made. The 
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War Department had regarded this ques- 
tion from the point of view of how much 
was due to the railway company for 
services rendered—services which were 
not exclusively railway services, but 
which included such items as cutting 
wood for fuel, building forts, sinking 
wells, labour and materials supplied 
for armoured trains and provisions sup- 
plied, as well as stores and troops carried 
along the line. The claims of the railway 
company were divided into three. First, 
there was a claim for the actual out-of- 
pocket eXpenses during the period of 
military control from October Mth 
to June 12th, £110,771 15s. 6d., 
second. the actual out-of-pocket expenses 
after June 12th, 1900, £22,917 16s. 6d., 
and third, the payment of debenture in- 
terest during that portion of the time 


when, by reason of military occupation 
of the railway, they were unable to earn 
revenue for themselves, £66,027. The 
total claim therefore amounted to 
£190,716. Lord Kitchener dealt with the 
first claim for £75,000, and left the two 
subsequent claims to be dealt with by 
the War Department. Those claims 


amounted to £88,947, and they had now 
been finally settled by a payment of 
£60,000. There was no doubt whatever 
as to the lability of the Government to 
pay. The only question was whether 
the amount paid was adequate or exces- 
sive. He never felt more certain of 
anything in his life than the fact that 
he halt made an extraordinarily good 


bargain when he finally settled the 
claims for £60,000. The whole of the 


case had been before the Law Officers 
of the Crown, who advised that it was one 
which should be dealt with by way of a 
compromise. The War Department had 
therefore regarded it simply from the 
point of view of the value of the services 
rendered, and the total claim of nearly 
£200,000 had been settled for £135,000. 


With regard to the question ot subsidy 
raised by the hon. Member for Northamp- 


ton, the subsidy of £20,000 a year to the | 


railway was only for ten years, and it 
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was a subsidy not direct from the Im- 
perial Government, but from the Pro- 
tectorate to the railway company. 
The only way in which the Government 
was brought into the matter was that 
it had alwavs been an accepted principle 
that no Crown Colony or British Pro- 
tectorate should ever be allowed to make 
default, and therefore it was necessary 
in the case of Bechuanaland to make a 
contribution from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer to the Protectorate, and it 
might be held that that included the 
£20,000 due from the Protectorate 
Government to the railway. The Govern- 
ment did seriously consider advancing 
the proposition that this £20,000 ought 
to be regarded as income, but legal 
opinion was against them. With regard 
to the offer to settle the claim of the 
railway for £24,000, it was perfectly 
true that at one time such an offer was 
made, but that offer covered only a 
part and not the whole of the claim 
of the railway company. It was based 
on a contention that could not 
The company 
advanced the argument that it was not 
fair that they should bear the burden of 
the working expenditure for the railway 
on which there was no profit during the 
war, and that we should have the benefit 
of the traffic which followed after the 
war. The War Department claimed that 
we should take all the receipts of the 
line during the railway year, that the 


also 


receipts should be put on one side, 
and the debenture interest, which was 
£100,000, on the other. The receipts 


amounted to £76,000, and the War De- 
partment offered to pay the extra £24,000 
but legal opinion was against that 
and it was abandoned. He was satis- 
fied that the settlement which had been 
arrived at was a wise and a just one 


/and would be so considered in the long 


| tam 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 241 ; Noes, 
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sinsworth, John Stirling 

dllen, Charles P. 

\mbrose, Robert 

jshton, Thomas Gair 

jsquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Barlaw, John Emmott 

Rarran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

slake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

sright, Allen Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry j 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns. John 

Burt, Thomas 

3uxton, Sydney Charle 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
thurchill, Winston Spencer 
(lancy, John Joseph 


Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt.Hon Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. ( Bristol, E.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, VincentP(Cavan,W.) 
' Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘ Kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
' Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 


Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany. Williain 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Capatin A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Wiliam 

Edwards. Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S Andrw’sBghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 





rene 


j Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, N E 
7 Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Emmott, Alfred 

Fsmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 
Eve, Harry}Trelawney Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Fenwick, Charles ' Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Norman, Henry 

Norton, Captain Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick, (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W ; 
O’Connor, John_(Kildare, N.) 


Morley, Rt. Hon John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman- Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Estimate, 1904-5. 


1006 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayes.—Si" 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Down, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N) 
O'Malley, William 
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Wilson.Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson. J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 


Wood, James 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax), said he 
wished to ask the Under-Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs if His Majesty’s 
Government authorised the negotiations 
to be undertaken with the so-called 
Mad Mullah through an Italian inter- 


mediarv; if so, how long ago was 
it; and what was the nature of the 


instructions given by the Government 
either to this particular Italian diplo- 
matist 


He was rather surprised that when 


{COMMONS} 


Woodhouse,Sir J T (Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry | 


| spot. 


or to the Italian Government 2 | 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoESs.—Mr 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
Causton. 


intention to enter into negotiations with 
the Mullah, and they communicated to 
us some three months later the general 
tenor of the proposals the Mullah had 
made. His Majesty’s Government author- 
ised General Swayne to act in concert 
with the Italian officer who was on the 
The Government understood now 
that the negotiations had been brought 
to a successful termination, and that 
besides signing the treaty concluded with 


‘the Italian representative, the Mullah 


they were last considering this subject | 


the neble Lord did not take the House | clude peace at Berbera. 


of Commons into his confidence and tell 


had sent a special deputation to con- 
We did not 


know the actual details of the arrange- 


them that these negotiations were pro- | ments made. 


ceeding. He thought it was tather 
infra dit. for His Majesty’s Government 
to carry on negotiations through a 
third party. When they were chal- 


lenged on their policy, the Government 
ought to have made a frank state- 
ment to the House and given the reasons 
for which they had taken this unusual 
course for bringing about a settlement. 
He did not challenge the result in 
the least. He thought it was a policy 
which ought to have been carried out 
long ago. 
representative of the Government had 


Somaliland, and yet, though he knew 
that these negotiations were going on, 
and that they had authorised an Italian 
officer to conduct them, he withheld 
these most material facts from the 
House of Commons. 
to know was, 


when the Government 


Three times this session the | 


Mr. WHITLEY: Then His Majesty's 
Government did not originate these 
negotiations ? 


*HarL PERCY: No. 





Mr. LYELL asked whether the Goveri- © 


ment had given consideration to the 
question of offering subsidies to the 
Mullah for keeping the caravan routes 
open / 


*Bart PERCY said he did not know 


. -. | the actual details of the arrangement. 
answered Questions on their policy in, 


He believed the Mullah’s original pro- 
posal did contemplate some monetary 


| guarantee. 


first began these negotiations through a | 


third party ; from whom the first sugges- 
tion came; and what was the nature of 
the instructions given either to the 
Italian Government or to this particular 
cflicer that peace should be concluded 
on our behalf with the Mad Mullah. 


*Eart PERCY said that these negotia- 
tions with the Mullah were not con- 
ducted by His Majesty’s Government. 
The Mullah was in Italian territory, and 
the negotiations 


representative in East Africa. They in- 
formed th’s Government last July of their 


were carried on directly | 
by the Italian Government through their | 


' considerable experience 


culty had been experienced in keeping | 
He found it stated 7 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W,) 
said he had read the despatches, and had 


What he wanted | listened to the debate ; but he could not 


ascertain what had been the policy ot 
the Government with reference to Soma- 
liland in the past, or what it was to be 
in the future. He said that as one who 
frankly confessed he had great sympathy 
with the Government in connection with 
Somaliland, he himself, having had 
of North Airican 
tribes, recognised the difficulties the 
Government found themselves in. While 
Berbera and the adjacent country Was 
under the India Office very little dift- 


the tribes in order. 


in the Blue-book that owing to tribal 


and Mohammedan feeling it was In- 
expedient to rely on the Somalis alone : 


1009 


but 1 
ence 
tory 
It we 
was 

prest 
and: 
the 
who 
ever, 
inde 
Yow 
vosit 
iper 
ulti 
fact’ 
supp 
20ur 
olsey 
gran 
the ] 
if C 
with 
coul 
It v 
Kvet 
take 
(rove 
all t. 
equ 
arse 
capt 
the ¢ 
Was 1 
whic 
pree 
and 

that 


Agg- 
Agne 
Allhy 
Allso 
Anso 
Arky 
Arro 
Atki 
Aubi 
Baile 
Bain 
Bair 
Bale 
Balfe 

alte 
Banl 





Bani 
Barr 
Bart 
Bent 
D 

dign 


Bill, 


0 
| 
d 


ct 





ee, 


a 


pene oman 





1009 Army Supplementary {23 


but that little difficulty had been experi- | 
enced in keeping the Mullah out of terri- 
tory under the protection of this country. 
It was absolutely necessary, if this country | 
was to hold Aden and to maintain its 
prestige, that it should also hold Berbera | 
and occ upy @ position of importance with 
the tribes in the vicinity. The Somalis 
vho were not to be relied on had, how- 
wer, driven the Mullah out of territory 
inder British protection on two cecasions. 
Yow the Government were back at the 
yosition they were before the recent 
perations were commenced. ‘The diffi- 
ulties which arose were caused by the 
fact that Colonel Swayne was not properly 
supported in the first instance. Of 
‘ourse, the Government were engaged 
elsewhere and had no definite pro- | 
gramme as regarded Somaliland; but 
the Mullah could have been overwhelmed | 
if Colonel Swayne had been supplied 
with sufficient forces. About that there 
could not be the shadow of a doubt. 
It was also shown in Major - General 
Egerton’s letter that if the steps now being 
taken in conjunction with the Italian 
(iovernment had been taken previously 
'l the difficulties which had to be sub- 
vquentlv confronted would never have 
arisen. If was further stated that the 
capture or surrender of the Mullah was not 
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After an expenditure of £2,500,000 the 
Government were now in the position they 
were originally. That was because the 
Government did not know their own 
policy. They deserted the policy which 
had been so successful in dealing with 
tribes in Northern India and e'sewhere, 
and proceeded on a punitive expedition. 
Now this country was thrown back on 
the assistance of our Italian friends. 
He recollected hon. Members over and 
over again pressing the Government to 
do that which they were now doing ; 
and he ventured to predict that, when- 
ever it suited the Mullah to reappear, 
this country would be obliged to carry 
out another expedition on an even more 
costly scale. All who had experience 
of dealing with native tribes knew that 
there was only one of two policies to 
adopt—either to make them friends 
and pay them handsomely, or to crush 
them unmercifully and let them under- 


ex 


stand that we were masters of the 
situation. The Government had not 
succeeded in either one or the other. 


The position was a very difficult one ; 
and he ventured to predict that ere 
long we should have to have another 
expedition on an even more costly 
scale. 


the only object of the expedition. What Motion made, and Question put, ‘ That 
wasthe other object ? The only way in| this House doth agree with the Com- 
which the Government should have mittee in the said Resolution.” 
proceeded was to overwhelm the Mullah, 
anl to give the tribes to understand The House’ divided:—Ayes, 251; 
that we were masters of the situation. Noes, 203. (Division List No. 81.) 
AYES. 

Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bingham, Lord ‘ Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Halsey, Rt. Hon. Tnomas F. Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Tritton, Charles Ernest Gu 
Hamilton, Margof(L’nd’nderry) | Morgan,David J.(Walthamsto’) | Tuff, Charles He 
Hare, Thomas Leigh Morpeth, Viscount Tuke, Sir John Batty He 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | Morrell, George Herbert Turnour, Viscount Hé 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. Morrison, James Archibald Vincent,Col.Sir C. EH (Sheffield He 
Hay, Hon. Claude George Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer Walker, Col. William Hall Hi 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley) Mount, William Arthur Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. He 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords.NW | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Wanklyn, James Leslie He 
Heaton, John Henniker Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. (Taunton) He 
Helder, Augustus Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) Welby,SirCharlesG. E (Notts.) He 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Myers, William Henry Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne Hi 
Hickman, Sir Alfred Nicholson, William Graham Whitmore, Charles Algernon He 
Hogg, Lindsay Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) Hc 
Hope,J F.(SheffieldBrightside) | Parker, Sir Gilbert Willoughby de Eresby, Lord He 
Hornby, Sir William Henry Parkes, Ebenezer Wilson, A. Stanley( York,E.R.) Hi 
Hoult, Joseph Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington | Wilson, John (Glasgow) Ja 
Howard,.John( Kent Faversham | Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) Jo 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil | Percy, Earl Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm Jo 
Hudson, George Bickersteth Pilkington, Colonel Richard Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson Jo 
Hunt, Rowland Platt-Higgins, Frederick Wrightson, Sir Thomas Joi 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) Plummer, Sir Walter R. Wylie, Alexander Jo) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. Jo 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. | Pretyman, Ernest George Ke 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col W. | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Ke 
Kerr, John Purvis, Robert Sir Alexander Acland-Hood Ki 
Kimber, Sir Henry Randles, John S. and Viscount Valentia. Ki 
Knowles, Sir Lees Rankin, Sir James La 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
NOES. 

Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) srigg, John Cawley, Frederick 
Ainsworth, John Stirling sright, Allan Heywood Channing, Francis Allston 
Allen, Charles P. Broadhurst, Henry Cheetham, John Frederick 
Ambrose, Robert Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Clancy, John Joseph 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry Burke, E. Haviland Condon, Thomas Joseph bo 
Barlow, John Emmott Burt, Thomas Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) (! 
Barran, Rowland Hirst Buxton, Sydney Charles | Cremer, William Randal eI 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Caldwell, James | Crombie, John William th 
Bell, Richard Cameron, Robert Crooks, William 20 
Blake, Edward Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) Dalziel, James Henry 

* Boland, John Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H.| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
3olton, Thomas Dolling Causton, Richard Knight Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
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Delany, William 

Devlin. CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy. William J. 

Duncan. J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank. Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(S. Andrw’s Bghs) 
Ellis. John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans.Sir FrancisH.(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick. Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin. Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster. Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard. Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane. Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Partick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman. Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson. John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones. David Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley. Hudson F. 
Kennedy. Vincent P.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson. Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 


SUPPLY [13rn Marcu]. 


Resolution reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 
“That 129,000 officers, 


boys be employed for the Sea and Coast 
‘ruard Services for the year ending on 
the 3ist day of March, 1906, including 


20,211 Royal Marines.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


{23 Maron 1905} 


| Lambert, George 
| Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
| Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.( Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt Hn.John( Montrose) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh; 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight} 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie! 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan) 
Thomas,David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James ; 
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Toulmin, George 
Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway ; 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, FE. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, Nort} )} 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
Mr. J. H. Whitley and Mr 


Runciman. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


E.) asked for some information upon 
that part of the charge upon the country 


1905-6. 


seamen and 
1904. 


which was to a certain extent involved 
in the Order of Council of the Ist January, 
He desired to get from the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty a clear statement 
as to the Vote appended to that Order in 


Council. The note was as follows— 


“That it ts 


to be understood that ip any 


matter of great importance the First Sea Lord 
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is always to be consulted by the other Sea Lords 
and by the Parliamentary and Civil Lords.” 


Navy 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he did see how 
this Question arose on this Vote, which 
was the Vote for men. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE = ad- 
mitted that if he could not move to re- 
duce the number of men at the Admiralty, 
if he could only move to reduce the num- 
ber of sea-going men, he would not be in 
order and he would not pursue the sub- 
ject. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) asked why the officers in the 
Navy had to retire at the age of sixty 
years while officers in the Army had not. 


*Vr. SPEAKER said that this discussion 
must be confined to the simple matter of 
the Vote. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would 
formally move to reduce the Vote by 
100 men in order that the hon. Gentleman 
opposite might explain how it was that 
the House was now without the second 
portion of the Return promised by the hon. 
Gentleman. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Prettyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
brdge) said the Return was complete and 
he hoped it would have been in the Vote 
Office by this time. 


Mr. WHITLEY pointed out that if 
140 or 160 ships were to be put into the 
liama class, which was not in being, it 
must affect the number of men required, 
and in order that they might have an 
opportunity of seeing whether the Return 
was in the Vote Office he would formally 
move that the Vote be reduced by 100 
men if he were in order in so doing. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out ‘129,000,’ and insert ‘ 128,900’.” 
—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That ‘129,000’ 
stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) thought that in view of what took 
place in Committee, the House ought to 


{COMMONS} 
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have been supplied before now with the 
second part of the Return he had asked 
for in connection with the redistribution 
of the Fleet. It immediately affected 
one question concerning the personne, 
In the Memorandum of December 6th. 
the First Lord stated that from vear to 
year the Admiralty had endeavoured to 
remedy the evil of a deficient personne! 
by largely adding to it, but that the 
increase in the number, size, and horse- 
power of the ships in commission had 
more than swallowed up the additions, and 
that consequently an adequate provision 
for the shipsin the Fleet Reserve had not 
vet been made. The fact that 
manning had fallen behind construction, 
and one purpose of the discarding of ships 
had been to make good the deficiency 
of men. What he asked for, among 
other things, was the numbers of the 
crews of the vessels discarded, and of 
those retained under the charge of a 
caretaker, so that they might know how 
many officers and men had been set free 
by this new policy. 


Was 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Ican give the hon. 
Member the figure approximately. It 
is about 30,000 for the crews of all the 
vessels included in the Return. But 
this does not necessarily represent the 
number set free by what is referred to 
as the New Policy. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON, 
tinuing, said he was not responsible, as had 
been stated in another place, for the 
fact that sixteen ships appeared in both 
parts of the Return. He should like to 
know how many men were set free from 
the ships that were to be sold, and how 
many from the ships that were to be 
placed in the llamaclass. Unfortunately 
they could not on this occasion press for 
information on other subjects, such as the 
discrepancy in the amounts to be applied 
to new construction, which ought to 
have been given on a previous occasion. 


con- 


*Mr. PRETYMAN 
regret that the Return was not avail- 
able to Members of the House. He 
completed the Return vesterday, and un- 
derstood it would be issued to-day, but it 
was not vet in the Vote Office. But in 
any case, the only point it would be in 
order to discuss on the present occasion, 
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was that referred to by the hon. Member 
for Dundee with regard to the number of 
the crews. It was unfortunate that in 
the Return certain ships should appear 
under two headings. That had arisen 
from the fact that the headings under 
which the Return was moved for were 
not appropriate, and would not have 
vforded all the information the hon. 
Member desired. He therefore com- 
municated with the hon. Member, and at 
is special request the ships in List 1B 
were included. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON pointed 
out that 1B was a new kind of enumera- 
tion which appeared in the Dockyard 
Expense Accounts this vear for the 
first time. 


*Mrn. PRETYMAN said the whole mis- 
understanding had arisen from his desire 
to give the hon. Member the fullest 
possible information. The ships would 
have been left out of this class as ships 
not carrying crews and on which no ex- 
penditure would be incurred in respect 
of repairs. but he understood that the 
ton. Member desired them to be included 
in the Return. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
he did not blame the hon. Gentleman for 
the misunderstanding, nor did he wish 
to be blamed himself. Speaking at 
Glasgow the Prime Minister stated that 
130 ships would be struck off the Navy 
List altogether ; a day or two before that 
speech a list of ships appeared in The 
Times, and what he wanted was a correct 
list. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that since the 
preliminary accounts appeared in The 
Times certain adjustments had been 
made, and the Prime Minister distinctly 
stated that he did not pledge himself 
to the accuracy of the figu’es. He could 
not give the hon. Member detailed in- 
formation with regard to the crews; 
he could only say that the total number 
lu respect of all the ships included in the 
ist was altogether 30,000. It was im- 
possible to say exactly which ships were 
struck off the combatant list as a result of 
what was called the New Policy. There 
had always been the policy of removing 


VOL. CXLIII. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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from the Navy ships which were out-of- 
date and unfit for effective use, but that 
naturally led to a considerable waste 
of money, because it was the duty of the 
Controller of the Navy to keep in con- 
stant readiness for war every ship that 


might be called upon to fight: There 
was no half-way house. As _ might 


be seen from the Return, considerable 
expenditure had been incurred in quite 
recent times upon ships which were 
shortly afterwards discarded. It had 
therefore been thought desirable to create 
an intermediate class, and that was the 
only point in regard to which there was 
a new policy. By the creation of that 
class, it had been rendered possible to 
keep ships which were not fit for the first 
fighting line, but which were not so bad 
that they might not be of use under 
certain circumstances in case of war. 
Those ships were to be put aside, no 
crews would be prov ded for them or 
expenditure incurred upon them, and 
in that way undue waste of money 
would be avoided He could not give 
the number of men set free in reference 
to every ship; he could only state the 
figure approximately. The Questions 
asked by hon. Members opposite were 
perfectly reasonable, and he would be glad 
to answer them if he could. He would 
point out, however, that the comparison 
for which they asked was not between 
two concrete cases, but between what 
was to-day and what might have been 
had this policy not been adopted. To 
make such a comparison with accuracy 
was practica'ly impossible, and, as he did 
not desire to give any inaccurate figures. 
he hoped hon. Members would be satisfied 
with the reply he had made and not 
press for anything more definite. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
was the total of the personnel for all the 
ships being provided for in this case 
and how much was attributable to ships 
sold and ships that were not sold ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said there was an 
actual reduction in the number of the 
personne! of 2,100. The reduction was 
partly owing to the new policy, which 
was not the policy for one year, but it 
was to be a continuous policy. 


2M 
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*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
that last year the personnel was in- 
creased by 4,000 and the total personnel 
amounted to 131,000. This year there 
was a reduction shown of 2,000, making 
the total 129,000. The question he 
wished to put was whether that was 
altogether due to the new scheme. If 
so, then it meant that the total reduc- 
tion in cost. which was shown at 
£2.500.000, exclusive of £1,000,000 for 
the Chilian ships, was really a reduc- 
tion of £3,000,000, because those 2,000 
men who had been cut off the pay list 
this vear would have meant an increase 
in ordinary circumstances of £500,000, 
as only a half vear’s pay was voted for 
the increased numbers last vear. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : Yes, but not this 
year. It would mean a reduction in 
the future. Those 2.100, if thev came 
on pay, would mean that amount of 
additional expenditure. 


*Mr. McCRAE said he could not 
follow the hon. Member’s argument. 
He $thought this reticence in_ itself 


was suspicious, and having regard to 
what had happened in reference to 
the Transvaal loan and other similar 
transactions it was important that they 
should criticise fully any financial pro- 
posals made by the Government. There 
were 30,000 men involved in these 
proposals, although many would be 
retained. If there was such a large 
number of men as that he thought the 
hon. Member opposite must see that 
the House was entitled to a little more 
definite information. Really he thought 
they ought to get, before this Vote 
was passed, from the hon. Gentleman 
some rough estimate of the difference 
in the cost between the new scheme and 
what it would have cost the country 
under the old scheme. The Secretary 
to the’ Admiralty told them very clearly 
that they were relaxing their efforts 
because they had been working up arrears 
with regard to repairs and maintenance, 
and economy had resulted from that. 
The Admiralty must know what economy 
had resulted from the new 
He could not follow the argument of 
the hon. Member at all. 


scheme. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. PRETYMAN said it was diffi- 
cult to define what the hon. Member 
meant by “economy.” Where did 
economy begin and extra expenditure 
end? These comparisons were almost 
impossible to arrive at with any degree 
of accuracy. What he said was not 
that 30,000 men were saved, but that 
the whole of the crews upon Part I. of 
the Return was 30,000. He had nothing 
to conceal, and he was most anxious 
to give all the information asked for, 
but really that information did not 
exist. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [l4rH Marcy. 
Resolution reported. 
NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
“That a sum, not exceeding £6,672,(00, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of Wages, etc., to Officers 
Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, and 
Royal Marines, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1906.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [2lst Marcu]. 
Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 
Crass III. 

1. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £12,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Departments of the Solicitor for the 
Affairs of His Majesty’s Treasury, King’s 
Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions, the Cost of Prosecutions, and other 
Legal Proceedings.” 

2. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £10, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
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on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the 
Salaries and Expenses connected with 
the County Courts.” 


3. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £860, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 5ist day of March, 
1905, for the Expenses of Reformatory 
and Industrial Schools in [reland.” 


4. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £60, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the vear ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1905, for the 
Expenses of the Maintenance of Criminal 
Lunatics in the Dundrum Criminal 
Lunatic Asvlum, Ireland.” 


Crass IV. 


5. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £9,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, for the Expenses connected with 
the Relief of the National Antarctic 
Expedition.” 


Cuass V. 


6. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £54,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst dav of March, 
1905, in Aid of the Expenses of the 
British Protectorate in Somaliland.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South Mol- 
ton) said he desired to call attention to 
the action of the Treasury with regard to 
the refunding of the costs incurred in 
the prosecution of the late Mr. Whitaker 
Wright. When this Vote came up a 
lew days ago the matter was allowed to 
slide, because Members desired to discuss 
the case of Adolf Beck. The House 
would, however, do well to listen to a 
short account of the action of the Trea- 
siry in departing from their promise 
‘dat the costs of those engaged in getting 
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up this prosecution should be paid. 
He had the privilege of first bringing 
this matter before the House on the 
Address. The Attorney-General on that 
occasion worked himself up into a state 
of forensic fury, banged the Table, and 
made it appear that all sorts of insinua- 
tions were made against his honour. No 
such insinuations were made, but it had 
to be admitted that the Attorney-General] 
was guilty of an error of judgment. 
Had it been left to the Attorney-General 
this criminal would have escaped. It was 
solely due to Mr. John Flower—a gentle- 
man of the highest honour and well 
known in the City, who had suffered 
severely—that justice and the law were 
vindicated. He thought the Treasury 
had behaved with great meanness towards 
Mr. Flower, whose task was made doubly 
difficult by the debate which took place 
in the House, in the course of which the 
Solicitor-General stated that a man could 
not be prosecuted for issuing a fraudulent 
balance - sheet, an opinion — silently 
acquiesced in by the Attorney-(reneral. 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
Epwarp Carson (Dublin University) : 
The hon, Member misrepresents me. I 
said you cannot prosecute a man unless 


the fraudulent balance-sheet is issued 
with intent to defraud. 
Mr. LAMBERT: The right hon. 


Gentleman said— 


*«Will anyone say you can prosecute a man 
for issuing a false balance-sheet ? ”’ 


The Law Officers gave that as their 
opinion, and that had the effect of 
deterring the public outside, and it 
made the task of Mr. Flower and his 
coadjutors doubly difficult. Mr. Flower, 
at great cost, performed a great public 
service in bringing a criminal to justice. 
Mr. Flowerhad beenthe means of vindicat- 
ing the British law. He did not ask that 
Mr. Flower should be recouped for any 
public service he had rendered—although 
he had rendered a great public service 
to the commercial community—but that 
he should be recouped his actual out-of- 
pocket expenses in the matter. A 
vouched account had been sent to the 
Treasury for £518, and he thought the 
House would be surprised to learn that 
the Treasury proposed to pay only £18. 

2M 2 
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Of course Mr. Flower, being an honourable 
man, flung the Treasury cheque into their 
face. To send him a cheque for £18 was 
like accusing him of being a rascal as 
fraudulent as Whitaker Wright. That 
was quite contrary to the promise 


which was given to the House by 
the Home Secretary in 1904, when 
he said that the Government wovld 


repay the costs of the prosecution of 
Whitaker Wright. The Law Officers re- 
fused to prosecute, and, of course, costs 
were incurred by Mr. Flower in getting up 
the public subscription which amounted 
to £2,000. It was only because that 
public subscription was got up that the 
prosecution committee were able to pay 
into Court the amount ordered by Mr. 
Justice Buckley. He thought the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury would see that but 
for the incurring of expense for verifying 
documents and getting transcripts. of 
the company’s reports, it would have 
been impossible for a man so to move the 
public as to subscribe £2,000. It was 
impossible for anv man to get up a public 
subscription for such a purpose without 
first bringing the public to understand the 
enormity of the frauds perpetrated and 
the guilt of the person who had com- 
mitted them. It was due absolutely 
and entirely to Mr. Flower’s previous 
expenditure of £518 that the £2,000 was 
got together, and if that sum had not been 
got together Mr. Whitaker Wright would 
have been loose to-day enjoving his ill- 
gotten gains. The Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had behaved with incredible 
meanness to a man who had performed 
a very great public service. A rather 
interesting correspondence took place 
between Mr. Arnold White and the 
Attorney-General. Mr. White. believing 
that the Attorney-General had committed 
a slight error of judgment, and that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s services 
were well remunerated by the State, 
thought he might like to subscribe to the 
fund to recoup Mr. Flower. In a letter 
dated May 7th, 1904. which Mr. White 
wrote to the Attorney-General, he pointed 
out that the Solicitor-General had in- 
dicated the opinion in a debate in the 
House of Commons that a man could not 
be prosecuted for publishing a false 
balance-shect, 


Mr. Lambert. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON: I say the 


Same now. 


Mr. LAMBERT said Whitaker Wright 
was prosecuted and convicted. After 
all was said and done there must be a 
mistake somewhere. He was not a 
lawyer, and he had no legal knowledge 
at all, but here was a case where the 
Attorney-General and the Solicitor-Gene- 
ral said there was no case, and through 
the action of Mr. Flower Mr. Whitaker 
Wright was brought before a Judge and 
jury and convicted, and they knew the 
tragic dénouement. He was sorry that 
the Attorney-General had not vet become 
a subscriber to the fund, but after the 
debate he might become a slight con- 
tributor to it. In this matter the Trea- 
sury might say that Mr. Flower’s ex- 
penses were not exactly legal expenses. 
No doubt they were not, but they were 
genuinely incurred by him in getting up 
the subscription. The prosecution com- 
mittee had to fight enormous influences. 
Great wealth was most unscrupulously 
used, and if it had not been that the 
prosecution committee, even after the 
judgment of Mr. Justice Buckley, en- 
gaged counsel to appear at the trial 
there might have been a miscarriage of 
justice. The prosecution committee 
had only been able to return to the sub- 
scribers 16s. 8d. in the £1. That was 
through the Treasury refusing to allow 
more, 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Can 
berwell, Peckham): I was a subscriber 
and I have not got anything. 





Mr. LAMBERT said the hon. Baronet 
knew about this better than*he did him 
self, but the statement he had made was 
according to his information. It ap- 
peared that the hon. Baronet had not 
got his share of the swag. The Trea- 
sury ought to recoup the prosecution 
committee and Mr. Flower the whole 
of their out-of-pocket expenses which 
were incurred honestly and in a_ bona 
fide manner. They had not put a single 
shilling in their own pockets. It had 
been suggested that Mr. Flower should 
be recouped out of the prosecution 
fund, but he was an honourable man 
and would not listen to that suggestion. 


The hon. Member moved a reduction ot 
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the Vote by £100, as a protest against 
the niggardly action of the Treasury in 
this matter. 


Amendment proposed — 


« Toleave out ‘£12,000, and insert ‘£11,900.°” 
—( Mr. Lambe rt.) 


Question proposed, * That ‘ £12,000’ 
stand part of the said Resolution.” 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.) said he regretted 
that this question had been raised be- 
cause itinvolved a certain amount of detail 
which he had hoped it might not have 
been necessary to discuss. He did not 
complain of the way in which the matter 
had been presented to the House by the 
hon. Member opposite. The — total 
amount of expenses claimed by Mr. 
Flower was £582, and, without going 
through all the details, he might give 
two or three examples of the charges 
to show how the Treasury was justified 
in the course taken. The biggest item 
was for rent of premises £200. He 
understood that Mr. Flower occupied 
premises in Angel Court from June, 
1801, to June, 1903, and carried on his 
Stoc k-broking business there—was_ in 
fact doing so at the present time. He 
was credibly informed that no use what- 
ever was made of those premises, and that 
ou no single occasion did the prosecution 
committee meet there. He did not 
think that item could in anv wav be said 
to form part of the expense of prose- 
cuting Mr. Whitaker Wright, and he 
thought that the Treasury were justified in 
striking that out. There were other 
smaller items, such as shorthand 
notes, advertisements, circularising share- 
holders, ete., nearly all of which were 
not only prior to the Attorney-General’s 
decision, but also prior to the winding 
up order of 3lst October, 1901. Those 
Were matters, again, which could not, 
in any shape or form, be considered to 
be connected with the prosecution. 
There was a charge for newspaper articles, 
in July, 1901, and February, 1902. These 
had been carefully examined by com- 
petent advisers, who decided, after in- 
vestigation, that they had nothing what- 
ever to do with the case. The same was 


to be said about certain charges for | 
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circularising shareholders, and for solici- 
tor’s fees which, in the view of his legal 
advisers, had nothing to do with the 
prosecution of Whitaker Wright. He 
hoped that no charge of meanness would 
be directed against the Treasury, who 
had acted fairly according to the decision 
the Government had arrived at, and had 
handed over the taxed costs and the still 
further sum which, after most careful 
consideration, they had decided might 
properly be attributed to the cost of 
the prosecution. He regretted to have 
been compelled to go into these details 
of a case which every one wished to be 
closed. The Treasury had taken the 
broadest and most liberal view they 
could, and he believed that an impartial 
observer would say that they had erred 
rather on the side of liberality than of 
meanness. ; 


Sir R )BERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
said that he knew that his hon. friend had 
investigated and dealt with this case 
with a single-minded desire to see justice 
done if he thought that there might have 
been a miscarriage of justice. He did not 
understand that his hon. friend disputed 


| ‘ 
| the statements made by the Secretary 


to the Treasury. He hoped the hon, 
Member would not much differ from him 
when he expressed the opinion that some 
of the items mentioned by the Secretary 
to the Treasury ought not to have been 
paid to Mr. Flower, and he hoped would 
not be paid. Take, for example, apart 
from the taxed costs, the claims made tor 
private expenses by Mr. Flower in trying 
to get up the prosecution. For two years 
he charged the whole rent of his own office 
where he carried on his own business. 


Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I would 


not like to say it is the whole rent. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that Mr. Flower’s 
statement was that he found it would be 
useless to get up an agitation among 
themselves, and accordingly he took an 
office specially for the purpose of attend- 
ing to this matter; and for two vears 
he had used this office almost exclusively 
for the purpose of the London and Globe 
affairs. The rent came to £200. Mr, 
Flower was then a bankrupt, through 
the collapse of the London and Globe 
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Company, and therefore he could not 
engage in stockbroking business. 


Str ROBERT REID said he had never 
heard that any gentleman who asked for 
the costs of a prosecution should include in 
these the rent of an office for two years. 
It seemed to him absurd and incredible 
that a man should take an office at a 
rent of £200 a vear in order to circularise 
shareholders. He might be allowed to 
say a word or two about this case, 
although he did not want to re-open the 
whole matter. In former times there 
used to be constant complaints made 
against the Attorney-General of the day 
for pressing prosecutions against private 
persons; but for a hundred vears no 
such case of harshness or cruelty in the 
matter of prosecutions against private 
parties had been levelled against the 
Attorney-General or the Law Officers of 
the Crown. ‘The institution of criminal 
proceedings was a most serious and grave 
matter, and if it had to be done, it ought 
to be done without pressure from per- 
sons who knew nothing of the affair. 
He did not think the House of Commons, 
except in very extreme cases, ought ever 
to be appealed to to put pressure on the 
Attorney-General to institute such pro- 
ceedings. He thought that it was a most 
dangerous thing that hon. Gentlemen who 
had not taken the smallest trouble to 


: ; : 
ascertain the facts should endeavour to 


bring pressure on the Law Officers in 
such a matter. He said that because 
it was the first occasion on which such 
pressure had been exercised, and he would 
certainly oppose it. 

4 . - 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said, as 
one who supported the hon. Gentleman 
opposite when he brought forward his 
Motion forthe prosecution of Mr. Whitaker 
Wright, he might be allowed to add a 
ew remarks. He disagreed with the 
decision of the Attorney-General in ihe 
matter, butso arfrom that decision having 
acted badly he thought, on the contrary, 
that it had induced many people to 
subscribe. For his own part, it had 
induced him to subscribe because, rightly 
or wrongly, he thought there had been a 
miscarriage of justice. He quite agreed 
that no pressure should be put on the 
Law Officers of the Crown in such cases : 
Mr. Lambert. 
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but this was a very exceptional case, 
Nine people out of ten in the City knew 
all about it and understood it. It was 
one of the largest and most prominent 
cases that there had been for years; 
and was the exception which proved 
the rule. He did not think, however, 
that Mr. Flower was injured by the 
action which was adopted by the Law 
Officers, and did not consider that Mr. 
Flower could expect that the Treasury 
should pay more than the actual cost 
of the action and a sufficient sum for 
what was known as_ costs between 
solicitor and client. That was all that 
could be expected. He himself sub- 
scribed under the impression that he 
would not receive anything back in 
any event. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that Mr. Flower was a bankrupt. 
He was no longer a member of the 
Stock Exchange; but he was carrying 
on the business of an outside broker, 
which he still continued. He agreed 
that Mr. Flower had succeeded in per- 
forming a great public service; it was 
true that he had lost a great deal of 
money; but it was not a very wise 
proceeding to enter into large transac- 
tions with Mr. Whitaker Wright with 
the knowledge that he was incurring 
a very considerable risk. On the whole 
he thought that the Government had 
done the right thing. 


ne. 


ee) 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) 
said, as one who supported the hon. 
Gentleman opposite when he originally 
brought his Motion before the House, he 
felt bound to express the same views now, 
but he concurred with the Ex-Attorney- 
General that no undue pressure ought to 
be put on the House to institute prosecu- 
tions. He also agreed with the late 
Attorney-General, who stated that the 
case was an extremely difficult one. But 
it was the extreme and exceptional c.se, 
and one involving the gravest doubt as to 
whether a prosecution would succeed or 
not. Judges differed, and the Law Otticers 
were doubtful. There was, of course, no 
question regarding the bona fides of the 
Law Ofticers. Others, however, adopted a 
different view from theirs, and felt on 
public grounds that in order to prevent 
similar gigantic frauds in the future 
there should at least be a magisterial in- 
vestigation, and if there were a committal 
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that the trial should proceed. What hap- 
pened? A man with comparatively little 
means took all the risk of vindicating 
the public interest, and deterring as 
far as possible the recurrence of frauds 
which had victimised a large number 
of ignorant and simple people. The 
risk was great; but the prosecution 
was justified by the result. The case 
being extremely exceptional it was right 
that the treatment of it now should 
be fairly liberal, especially in connection 
with the persons who had taken such a 
large responsibility in the interests of 
public and commercial morality. It 
was essentially a case for reasonable 
consideration and liberal treatment. 
When he had heard it stated that Mr. 
Flower had used his own office for the 
purposes of the prosecution, he thought 
that his claim in that connection was 


quite baseless. But it was entirely 
different when it was shown that a 
separate office had been necessarily 


engaged for the purposes of the prosecu- 
tion. In a prosecution of this kind the 
documents were voluminous, and confer- 
ences were almost innumerable, and a 
£100 a year for two years for an office in 
the City was not unreasonable. If Mr. 
Flower used his own office it would be 
inconvenient to him, and would also pro- 
duce an impression of personal interest 
andadvertisement. But when aman took 
the necessary steps and accepted re- 
sponsibility, and had succeeded in render- 
ing a great public service, and had shown 
that people, and especially the poor, could 
not be plundered with impunity by men 
who had not the courage of the high- 
wayman, he was entitled to reason- 
able and proper treatment. He would 
ask the Treasury not to deal meanly with 
this matter and not simply to repay 
the merely taxed costs. He hoped the 
(overnment would reconsider the ques- 
tion from a higher and wider and more 
public stand-point. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) expressed the opinion that this 
discussion should not come to an end with- 
out some further explanation from the 
Law Otticers of the Crown of their action 
in the matter. Those who brought this 
case forward recently had expressed a 
desire to bury and get rid of a deplorable 
transaction which they had no wish to 
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revive. They had chosen, he thought, a 
strange way of attaining their desire, but 
the case having been raised the whole 
matter ought to be thorough'y cleared 
up and some expianat on g ven to the 
public of the action of the Law Officers of 
the Crown. He said this in no spirit 
of hostility to the hon. and learned Gen- 
tlemen, nor did he complain of the extent 
to which they were remunerated, as in his 
opinion it was not excessive. Two years 
previously, when this question was first 
raised, there was considerable feeling on 
the part of the public that the Law Officers 
of the Crown had been neglectful of their 
duty in th's respect. Feeling ran so high 
that the Government was at one time in 
some jeopardy when the debate on the 
Address took place. At that time the 
Solicitor-General said that in the present 
state of the law it was impossible to insti- 
tute a prosecution, and that it must be 
made the subject of future legislation. 
It afterwards transpired that a prosecu- 
tion could and did lte—and that prosecu- 
tion was carried to a successful issue 
without any need for extra legislation. 
The point insisted upon by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Ishngton on the last occasion 
should be borne in mind, namely, that the 
object of the Government was not to ob- 
tain convictions but to obtain the truth. 
It seemed to him that there was a fear 
among the officials of the Treasury lest 
a prosecution when undertaken should 
be unsuccessful and bring discredit to the 
Department. but he thought wherever 


there appeared to be a prima facie case it 


should be probed to the bottom in a 
Criminal Court, and if the prosecution 
failed blame should attach to noone. The 
officials of the Treasury seemed to be fall- 
ing into the spirit of French law in this 
respect. The spirit of French law as 
understood in this country was a spirit 
of competition in the endeavour to secure 
the greatest number of convictions. He 


hoped any such spirit as that 
would be entirely purged from the 
office of the Public Prosecutor. 


A good deal had been said as to the 
object of the private individuals who 
instituted this prosecution which in his 
opinion was very wide of the mark, and 
he ventured to think that those ex- 
penses which had been incurred by them 
which they could not recover by any 


other means ought to be repaid them. 
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At the same time it was a curious way 
to vindicate their rights to move a 
reduction, which Motion, if it were suc- 
cessful, would deprive these people of 
some modicum of the amount thev 
ought to obtain. He should vote against 
the reduction. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he 
was loth to occupy the time of the 
House in again discussing _ this 
matter. He did not very much.mind 
the attacks made upon himself because, 
so far as he was concerned, he was per- 
fectly conscious that the words he had 
uttered in a previous debate were words 
well considered and honestly stated in 
the House and words to which he 
still adhered. One matter which he 
had stated had been, over and over 
again, under a misapprehension, quoted 
against him as if he had acted erroneously 
in the advice he gave to the House. 
He had asked what evidence was suffi- 
cient for the purpose of instituting a 
prosecution. Suppose it was admitted 
that a balance-sheet was fraudulent, 
was that sufficient evidence on which to 
institute a prosecution. In so doing 
he was quoting almost the very words 
of Chief Justice Cockburn in a_ very 
important case, and the whole meaning 
of what he said was that they must be 
able to show that particular intentions 
of defrauding and deceiving, which were 
mentioned in the Act of Parliament, 
existed before they could bring the 
person against whom the charges were 
alleged within the statute. That was 
exactly what Lord Chief Justice Cockburn 
pointed out in the famous case already 
referred to by the Attorney-General, 
and he did not believe that any lawyer 
would dispute what he had put forward 
as necessary ingredients of a prosecution. 
When the matter was before them—and it 
was under discussion not for a few minutes 
or hours, but for days, between the At- 
torney-General, himself, and other counsel 
engaged in the case-- they were of opinion 
that the materials submitted to them 
did not show the particular intent which 
it was necessary to prove before it could 
come within the statute. They might 
have been right or wrong in regard to 
that. The particular matter in refer- 
ence to which he had been over and over 
again attacked, was not a question of 


Mr. J. F. Hope. 
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fact, but that he gave wrong advice on 
the point of law. Whether the Law 
Officers were right or wrong in their 
judgment, it was certainly not from in- 
advertence, because it was a case in which 
from day to day they were bound to give 
the utmost consideration to the materials 
from time to time placed before them. 
But nothing rendered more difficult the 
discharge of the duty the Law Officers 
had to perform than that, at the time they 
were discussing a matter of vital impor- 
tance to an individual fellow-subject 
against whom there was an outcry at the 
moment, there should be raised another 
outcry for the purpose of urging the Law 
Officers to take a particular course. 

He had risen not so much in consequence 
of the attack upon himself, as he had al- 
ready explained his position, but to protest 
again:t the observation of an hon. Memn- 
ber who had just spoken that the duty of 
the Law Officers was to set investigations 
on foot. Were they, because there was an 
outcry or a case suggested by a layman 
against an individual, to set an investi- 
gation on foot unless they believed there 
was a prima facie case against the person 
accused ? Certainly not. That was no 
part of their duty. If they accepted the 
p inciple that the country ought to be 
satistied by an investigation, they might, 
in the case of an innocent man against 
whom a false or erroneous case had been 
set up in the minds of the public, by a 
criminal process put him in the dock, 
while all the time there was really no case 
whatever in the legal sense against hin. 
That was exactly what the legal officers 
ought to guard against. Whateve 
might be the outery or whatever out- 
siders might think of the guilt or inno- 
cence of the individual, the Law Officers 
were bound, whether it was popular or 
unpopular, whether their decision was 
satisfactory or unsatisfactory, to exercise 
their judgment and discretion as to 
whether a prima facie case had been 
laid before them. If exercising their 
judgment with the best of their ability, 
standing between the subject and 
his accusers, they came to a wrong 
conclusion, all he could = say 4s 
a Law Officer was that he would 
rather act on his opinion, even if that 
opinion were wrong, where the results 
might be such as they were in the case ol 
Whitaker Wright, and know that he had 
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acted upon his own judgment, than give 
way for a moment to popular demand or 
any other exigency, and have it upon his 
conscience that he had not acted upon a 
judgment which he himself had formed. 
That was the sole duty of the Law Officers, 
and certainly so long as he had the honour 
to hold his position, even if he were 
accused afterwards of coming to an 
erroneous decision, and held up to ridicule 
within the House of Commons for legal 
propositions for which at all events he 
had the high sanction of Lord Chief 
Justice Cockburn, he would adopt the 
course he had followed in the past. 
Nobody could avoid being accused of 
making mistakes, but who was to judge 
whether mistakes were really made in 
these difficult questions he did not know. 
At all events he was certain of this—that 
he would best discharge the duties cast 
upon him by acting upon his own judg- 
ment after mature consideration of the 
facts that were laid before him. 


ALBERT ROLLIT said that 
he had never suggested or thought of 
suggesting that in the absence of a prima 
facie case there ought to be even a 
magisterial investigation. 


¥SiR 


Mr. J. F. HOPE associated himself 
with the remarks of the hon. Member for 
South Islington. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, s.) 
reminded the House that on a former 
occasion the Solicitor-General declared 
that he never apologised, even for a 
mistake. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: I did not 
say that I never apologised. If I were rude 
to the hon. Member I would apologise. 
What [ said was that I had nothing to 
apologise for in this case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said there 
was a mistake at any rate for wnich he 
inight apologise, because on a former 
occasion the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman used these words— 

“It is said that Whitaker Wright published 
4 false Falance-sheet. I believe he did. I 
think it is admitted that this was done. But 
will any one get up and say that a man can, 
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be prosecuted because he published a false 
balauce-sheet ? ” 


Every Member of the House would get 
up and say it now, and they were justified 
in saying so by Mr. Justice Buckley and 
the result of the Whitaker Wright trial. 
On that occasion, to escape defeat, the 
Prime Minister promised that the law 
should be immediately amended, but the 
pledge had never been carried out. The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman owed 
an apology to those Members who pointed 
out the section in the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act under which Whitaker 
Wright was prosecuted to conviction, 
and under the authority of which Mr. 
Justice Buckley allowed the prosecution 
to issue. At Question-time to-day the 
Attorney-General declared there was full 
opportunity of discussing this case in the 
debate on the Address in 1904. This 
was a matter to which the House should 
give its attention. In 1903 an Amend- 
ment to the Address with reference to the 
non-prosecution of Whitaker Wright 
was actually proposed and discussed, 
and the Government escaped defeat by 
giving a pledge to amend the law which 
had never been fulfilled. Such pledges 
seemed to be an easy way with the 
present Government of escaping out of 
difficulties. 


Str EDWARD CARSON: A measure 
Was introduced on the lines indicated, 
and it was blocked from the hon. Mem- 
ber’s side of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said the 
Government could have passed it in the 
same wav as the ficensing Bill, but 
they did not want to pass it. He was 
really rejoiced at the sweet reasonable- 
ness of the constitutional doctrine of 
the right hon. Gentleman that he would 
not prosecute if there was any legal 
fault in the matter, and the prosecution 
must be a matter of certainty. The 
righ hon. Gentleman was, of course, 
never in the Coercion Courts in Ireland 
in his life. Why there had never been 
such a conversion since the time of St. 
Paul. A mistake was made by the Law 
Officers of the Crown which ought not to 
have been made by officials who received 
between them £75,000 a year. There 
was, in his opinion, a suspicious element 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. E. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (‘T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nde’ry 
Harris, F. Leverton (‘Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas.(Stattords.N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. set Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bic kersteth 
Hunt, Row land 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, AndrewBonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks. N.R.) 
Lee, Arthur H. (HantsFareham 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 247; 
(Division List No. 82.) 
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and he | Question put. 


Noes, 


Leese, Sir Joseph F( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. ( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownles 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M'lver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Lan 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mawell, Rt. Hn.SirH. E.(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milner, RtHn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington} 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Ear] 
Pierpoint, 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

2asch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Zobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. I 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Robert 
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Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
samuel, Sir HarryS. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
shaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew) 
sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
soan, Thomas Henry 

smith, RtHn.J.Parker( Lanarks 
smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
spear, John Ward 

stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. ) 
stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
stock, James Henry 

strutt, Ha. Charles Hedley 


\braham, William (Cork, N. E, 
\insworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

(shton, Thomas Gair 
\therley-Jones, Le — 

Jarlow, John Emmott 

Jarran, Rowland Hirst 

Sell, Richard 

Jenn, Jolin Williams 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, EX. Haviland. 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Uampbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston | 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles ~ 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellice,Capt E.C.(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

flyan, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 








Gilhooly, James 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxt’d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Ed. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. E. H(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


NOES. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grant, Corrie 
| Griftith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydv'l 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Harwood, George 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 


| Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MKean, John 
Markham, Arthur 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Basil 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W. H ( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Huddersf'd 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wyle, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES, Sit 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N( 
| O’ Dowd, John ; 

| O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O’ Kelly, James (RoscommonN 
O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
F Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Zichards, Thos. (W. Monm’th 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 

toe, Sir Thomas ce 
Zunciman, Walter 2.4 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh ) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Fortarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, North 

















1039 Supply {COMMONS} Report, Wg 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) | Wilson, John (Falkirk) TELLERS FOR THE Nogs, Mp. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | Wood, James | Lembert and Mr. Soares, 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | Young, Samuel 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | Yoxall, James Henry 


And, it being half-past Seven of the | with that. Speaking from his experience 
clock, Further Consideration of the Reso- | as a deputy chairman of quarter sessions, 
lution stood adjourned till this Evening’s he was not satisfied that in all the 
Sitting. ‘criminal cases he had tried a just 

decision had been given. There were 

Further Consideration of Second Reso- cases in our criminal jurisdiction where 
lution deferred till this Evening’s Sitting. the conviction was not satisfactory and 
where the decision of the Judge ought to 
be reviewed by another Court. Not only 
was there a deplorable failure of justice 
in this case but—and he entirely agreed 
with the Committee, and differed from 
SUPPLY [2Ist Marcu] REPORT. the right hon. Member for Fife and the 
present Home Secretary in that respect 
—there was a deplorable failure on the 
part of the Home Office to perform what 
was their duty at the present time under 
the existing svstem of the administration 
of criminal law. He. agreed that the 
Home Office was not a Court for th 
review of criminal procedure on questions 
of fact. Tf questions of fact were to be 
reconsidered they must be reconsidered 
before a judicial body, and ought to be 


EVENING SITTING. 





Order read, for Further Consideration 
of First Resolution, “ That a Supplemen- 
tary sum, not exceeding £12,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the vear ending on the 
dist day of March, 1905, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Departments of 
the Solicitor for the Affairs of His 
Majesty’s Treasury, King’s Proctor, and 
Director of Public Prosecutions. the 
Cost of Prosecutions, and other Legal 


Proceedings.” 
” no machinery for retrial. He agreed 


with all that was found in the Re- 
port of the Committee—whose recom- 
mendations would be carried out in a Bill 
which was being introduced in another 
place—that no blame was to he attached 
either to the police or to the Public Pro- 
secutor, and that the failure arose in the 
first instance in the proceedings before the 
Judge, and in the second, in the failure 
of the Home Office to take the necessary 
steps when certain information came to 
their hand to put right, not only wha’ 
was a deplorable failure of justice, but 
which ought to have been recognised 
by them as a great mistake when the 
papers were put before them. 


Resolution further considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 

’ v proy 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
expressed a desire to call attention to 
what. to his mind, was a very important 
consideration involved in the Report 
of the Committee which investigated 
the Adolf Beck case. He did not pro- 
pose to deal with the question of re- 
muneration so far as Adolf Beck was 
concerned, because there were much 
wider considerations which affected the 

administration of the criminal law in So far as the trial was concerned, 
this country. The Committee found he thought the matter was put right bythe 
that there had been a deplorable failure | recommendations of the Committee. The 
of justice. It was suggested by a late case was pat by them as one of mis 
Home Secretary, the right bon. Member. taken identity, and if the learned Judge 
for Fife, that this deplorable failure of had admitted certain evidence, which 
justice ad only arisen under excep- he did not admit, the case would have 


tional conditions which were not likely | not proceeded further. In his opmion, | 


to recur, but which did oecur in the | however, the Report of the Comittee 
case of Adolf Beck. He was not satisfied did not go far enough. It did go to the 





so considered and not relegated to a | 
mere administrative body which had | 
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extent that if a similar case arose there 
yould be an opportunity of bringing it 
tefore the Court when it sat as a Crown 
(Court to consider points of law in 
criminal cases. The Judges had assented 
in recent years more readily than in olden 
times to state a case on disputed law, in 
order that there might be authoritative 
jecijsions. There could be no greater 
injustice than that there should be 
1 risk that @ man might be convicted 
wing to a mistake on the part of the 
presiding Judge. He did not wish to make 
a personal attack on any one, but it was 
obvious that there was plenty of room for 
a mistake to take place, and they ought to 
take every security that if such a mistake 
was meade the person charged did not 
suffer from it. 

A more important point in the Com- 
mittee’s Report was with regard to the 
conduct of the Home Office. He had 
no desire to cast aspersions on permanent 
officials who could not defend themselves 
in the House, but he did find fault with 
the svstem which allowed such a _ re- 
markable failure of justice to take place, 
when it ought to have been put right in 
the earlier stages of the proceedings, and 
the irredeemable wrong which had been 
done to Adolf Beck prevented. After 
the trial, evidence came to the Home 
Office to show that Beek could not be the 
same person as the criminal Smith, who 
had been tried and convicted on a tormer 
occasion, and the House must remember 
that both at the trial and in the convic- 
tion in Beck’s case much turned on the 
assumption that Smith and Beck were one 
and the same person. The Home Office 
had in their hands what appeared to him 
to be irrefutable evidence of the non- 
identity of Smith and Beck. He had 
seen the two documents which were said 
to be identical, but, from his point of 
view, it was really impossible to say that 
thev were identical when once closely ex- 
amined. That, also, was the view of the 
Committee. In addition to that, there 
were the marks of identification which 
could not be gainsaid ; and owing to the 
nationality of Smith it was utterly im- 
possible that Smith and Beck could be 
the same person. Therefore, the Home 
Office had within their own archives 
irrefutable evidence that a main point 
on which the conviction was founded did 
hot exist. in fact. 
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Under those circumstances, what was the 
duty of the Home Office? He did not say 
tor a moment that the Home Office ought 
to be looked upon as a Court of criminal 
review. Its duty was, if subsequent evi- 
dence came to their notice that a par- 
ticular conviction had been wrongly 
brought about, and that the conditions 
on which that conviction was based did 
not exist in fact, to see that the criminal 
was pardoned and released and not left in 
prison for a long time and under the 
conditions in which Beck was left. He 
wuld go a step further. The Home 
Office gave it in evidence that they wrote 
to the presiding Judge, Sir Forrest Fulton, 
the Recorder of London; but it was quite 
clear that, in that communication to the 
Judge, they did not bring to his mind that 
one of the conditions under which Beck 
was convicted was false intact. It was for 
that reason that the Judge wrote back that 
he was satisfied that the conviction was 
right. In exercising the prerogative of 
pardon the Home Office should bring the 
true bearings of the facts within their 
knowledge to the notice of the Judge. 
The Committee did not go one iota 
too far in their strictures upon the 
Home Office. They pointed out that 
the Home Office had failed, with a know- 
ledge of ail the facts, to take such steps 
as would have allowed immediate re- 
paration to be done to Beck. He would 
not attempt to trace out where the fault 
lav; but the facts clearly showed that, 
as regarded the extremely important 
duty of the exercise of the prerogative of 
pardon, the Home Oifice was not suth- 
ciently well-manned. Full notice and 
knowledge of the facts were brought 
to the Home Office, and apparently they 
went as far as the permanent Under- 
Secretary. He agreed with what was 
said by a late Home Secretary — that 
in a serious matter of this kind the 
facts should be brought to the notice 
of the Secretary of State himself ; 
but in the Beck case nothing of the 
kind was done. The inference which 
the Committee drew was that, looking to 
the very important function which ought 
to be discharged by the Home Office in 
exercising the prerogative of pardon, 


Report. 


the Home Office was inadequately 
manned. If that were so in the Beck 
case. it aroused suspicions in refer- 


He had 


ence to other cases less clear. 
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the strongest view that every criminal, 
convicted under whatever conditions, 
had a right to have his case investigated 
by the Home Office—not as a court of 
criminal review, but so fully investigated 
ag to give an effective result in order 
to remedy what the Committee in the 
Beck case called a “deplorable failure 
of justice.” Nobody with a knowledge 
of criminal prosecution would be satisfied 
that the Home Office had sufficient 
effective machinery for the investigation 
of such cases, and it was a duty worthy of 
this House to provide precautions, so 
far as was humanly possible, to protect 
an innocent man from conviction. 
was borne in upon him was that, unless 
the Home Office were sufficiently manned 
so as to give effective consideration, not 
only to such extreme cases as Beck’s. 
but to ordinary cases, our whole system 
of criminal jurisdiction in this country 
could not be regarded as satisiactory. 


He admitted that all questions of crimi- 
nal appeal were full of difficulty; but 
the difficulty ought to be faced. He 
thought they were very much indebted 
to the labours of the Committee which 
considered the Beck case. It was no 
small matter to ask one of the hardest 
worked Judges in this country to curtail 
his holidays in order to deal with a com- 
plicated question of this kind. Anyone 
who had read 
could see that it was not only a masterly 
analysis of the facts, but that this great 
Judge brought his experience to bear 
on the only practical remedy apart from 
a general revision of the judicial svstem 
of the country. He hoped this case 
would not be forgotten in one respect. 
He hoped the House would not lose 
sight of the fact that injustice of this 
kind could occur; or believe that this 
was an isolated case. He himself did not 
believe it was an isolated case; and he 
hoped the result would be that the 
Home Office svstem would be made 
more effective and that means would be 
provided by which criminal trials could 
be reviewed in order to render impos- 
sible, as far as human ingenuity could 
provide, such an act of injustice. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) said he agreed with his hon. and 
learned friend that such an act of in- 
justice as had occurred should, if at all 


Mr. Cripps. 
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the Report carefully | 
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possible, be not allowed to recur, Up. 
doubtedly this was not an isolated case, 
It, however, appeared to be assumed that 
Mr. Beck was convicted as Smith, who 
had been found guilty of similar crimes 
in 1877; and it was suggested by his 
hon. and learned friend that when it was 
discovered that Mr. Beck was no: 
Smith, the Home Office was to blame for 
not taking action. He did not agree, 
One of the difficulties of the case was 
that Smith was kept out of the trial alto- 
gether. That was a very important 
point in our criminal law. It was a rule 
which existed in England, and which did 
not exist elsewhere, that it was no reason 
to suppose because A. B. committed a cer- 
tain crime previously that therefore he 
had committed a similar crime now 
being tried. That was rot admitted in 
English law. It was admitted in foreign 
countries. In France, for instance. there 
was always the presumption if A. B. had 
been convicted of a certain crime and was 
being tried for asimilar crime that he was 
guilty. The Judge in this case refused 
to accept any proof as to the crimes 
committed in 1877. If that were under- 
stood, he did not see how the Home 
Office could have acted otherwise than 
it did. He, however, could not under- 
stand why the Home Office labelled Mr. 
Beck as Smith, and why they should 
assume that a man who had been tried 
without any reference to Smith was the 
person who had committed © similar 
crimes in 1877. The evidence was er- 
roneous, of course, but undoubtedly 
strong. There was evidence as regarded 
handwriting; but in his magisterial 
experience he never allowed handwriting 
to be taken into account. It was the most 
unsatisfactory form of evidence possible. 
There was, however, other evidence. 
All the women swore to the identity 
of this particular man; other witnesses 
were doubtful, and no evidence was 
offered that he was not the man. There 
was no a/ibi. There was nothing to 
guide the unfortunate jury—to every 
member of which he believed the case 
must have caused much pain and trouble 
for having convicted this man. He 
was afraid that they could not prevent 
things of this kind occurring occasionally ; 
and he did not believe that even a Court 
of Criminal Appeal would be able to 


prevent them. The Court of Criminal 
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Appeal would have had before it the 
same evidence, and the same verdict 
which had been returned, and on that 
evidence he did not see how any other 
verdict could be returned. Personally 
he agreed with the Committee that it 
was not desirable that there should 
be a Court of Criminal Appeal. In the 
first place, there would have to be a 
limited time during which appeals could 
be made, and consequently only the 
same evidence would be available. 
Secondly; there would always be a diffi- 
culty in getting witnesses for the prisoner 
to come forward, from the fact that 
he had been previously convicted ; and 
thirdly, as the power to revise sentences 
must almost necessarily include the 
power to increase them, there would 
be the risk of the prisoner’s sentence 
being increased. He doubted whether 
the power to take cases up to the 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved would 
have any material effect in preventing 
miscarriages of justice. But what he 
wished to point out was that the original 
trial was the simple issue of whether 
Mr. Beck was the person who did certain 
ucts on certain davs, and the mere fact 
that he was not the man who committed 
other crimes of a similar nature was 
not such a discovery as_ necessarily 
to put everybody upon inquiry as to 
whether he did commit the crimes for 
which he was sentenced. For these 
reasons it appeared to him that there 
was no special blame to be attached to 


the Home Office. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said it appeared from the re- 
marks of hon. Gentlemen of exceptional 
experience in these matters that a great 
many more miscarriages of justice oc- 
curred than the public usually supposed. 
If that were so, the public did not hear 
either of the cases of mitigation of 
sentences or reversal of convictions, 
and that was a singular testimony to 
the fact that the existing system did 
admit of ultimate justice being done 
where mistakes unhappily occurred. In 
this particular case he did not think 
there was any reason to indulge in 
excessive alarm or apprehension as_ to 
the likelihood of the repetition of so un- 
fortunate a mistake. There had not 
been proved any vindictive action on 
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the part of the police, nor had there been 
shown that confusion which sometimes . 
existed elsewhere between inquisitorial 
or executive functions and judicial fune- 
tions. There had been no looking for 
promotion or increase of emolument 
based on the number of convictions 
obtained. That was one of the dangers 
which had to be guarded against in all 
criminal systems, and it was satisfactory 
that it had not been found in practice 
to obtain. A defect which had been 
shown to exist was the absence of a 
system of interchangeability of know- 
ledge or records. The Prisons Depart- 
ment appeared to have had knowledge 
which the police had not,and possibly both 
were aware of facts of which the Home 
Office was ignorant. The Committee 
had most properly drawn attention to 
that point. and doubtless some arrange- 
ment would be made to remedv_ the 
defect in future. 

But the 


Report. 


most important matter of 
all was the function of the Home 
Office in the matter. Here, he thought, 
was the principal danger they had to 
guard against. It appeared that a 
gentleman at the Home Office wrote to 
the Judge asking whether his mind had 
been changed by the emergence of 
particular facts, and when the Judge 
replied that he could not change his 
mind on a mere supposition, he did 
not write back to say it was not a sup- 
position but an actual fact proved by 
materials in the possession of the Home 
Office. There was a danger in that 
indifference. He associated himself with 
all that was said in the last debate with 
regard to the Home Office staff. The 
Home Office was manned by gentlemen 
of exceptional ability, and in this case 
there was no bad influence at work 
except the tendency which existed in 
all public offices to regard in too high 
a degree the sanctity of the judiciary. 
There seemed to be the impression 
that a Judge must not be troubled, 
Much as the judiciary of this country 
was admired, it had to be remembered 
that they treated the Executive with 
scant respect when the Executive came 
under review before them; and _ that 
whenever they got the opportunity 
they treated the legislative body with 
no respect whatever. Judges existed 
to be troubled if and when there was 
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any suspicion that a miscarriage of | 


justice had taken place, and they should 
be troubled not once or twice, but a 
dozen times if necessary. If that had 
been done in this case the mistake would 
probably have been rectified. 


How were such mistakes to be pre- 
vented in future? The Committee 
suggested that something more in 
the way of legal knowledge was_neces- 
sary. Legal knowledge alone was not 
sufficient; knowledge of the laws of 
evidence was not sufficient. What was 
wanted was practical experience in the 
application of the law in actual cases. 
He was once told—he did not know 
whether it was still the case—that can- 
didates for the Indian Civil Service, 
who, if successful, had to discharge duties 
partly administrative and partly judicial, 
had, as part of their examination and 
qualification, to attend at British Courts 
of Justice and take notes of a certain 
number of defended cases, and the notes 
so taken were given in as part of the test 
of their efficiency. He thought that 
in that practice there was the germ 
of the kind of preparation which might 
be brought in for some portions of the 
Civil Service. It was fallacious to sup- 
pose that the same tests were equally 
appropriate to all branches of the service. 
Whereas in the Treasury men of financial 
ability were required, in the Home Office 
those qualities which fitted a man, not 
only for administrative, but also for 
judicial duties were necessary. He 
believed that something of that kind was 
required. Nobody regretted more than 
he did the lamentable miscarriage of 
justice that took place in this case, but 
he did not think there was any occasion 
for panic. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror rae HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.) said he 
thought that his hon. and learned friend 
the Member for Stretford had been a 
little bit harsh in dealing with some of the 
officials of the Home Office. His hon. and 
learned friend was of opinion that the 
discovery that Smith was a Jew, and that 
Beck was not, should have convinced 
them, not only that Smith and Beck were 
different persons, but that Beck was 


innocent. He had also thrown a great 


Mr. Siuart Wortley. 


deal of cold water upon the value of hand- 
writing evidence and the evidence of hand- 
writing experts. It appeared to him that 


that was the key to the position. The. 


moment it was brought to the attention 
of the Home Office that there was a 
probability that Beck and Smith were 
not the same persons, that Smith was a 
Jew and that Beck was not, they at 
once made inquiries and found that thet 
was the fact. It was discovered that 
Beck and Smith were not the same person; 
but, of course, they had then to go back 
upon the handwriting, and the whole 
case rested upon the similarity of the 
handwriting. It was said that if the 
writer of the letter in 1877 was the 
same as the writer in 1896, and if Beck 
could not have been in that particular 
country at that time because he was 
in Peru, therefore Beck could not have 
been the person who committed the 
crime. Therefore, his hon. and learned 
friend brought them back to the hand- 
writing. The Committee said, “ Look 
at these documents; any man in the 
street could see that they were in the 
same handwriting.” It was notorious 
to hon. Members and to his hon. and 
learned friend that there was nothing 
more misleading than expert evidence 
in regard to handwriting. He did not 
think there was any blame whatever to 
be attached to those who preferred 
to accept the direct evidence of ten 
witnesses—he believed there were more 
witnesses willing to come forward and 
give similar evidence—who came into 
the witness box and said, ‘* That is the 
man who committed the fraud.” No 
doubt his hon. and learned friend him- 
self would admit that in ninety-nine 
-ases out of 100 he would prefer the direct 
identification of ten witnesses to any 
amount of documentary evidence as 
to the similarity of handwriting. Per- 
haps he might be allowed to look back 
at the history of the case. In 1877 
these frauds began. How wes: Smith 
convicted ? Exactly as Beck was con- 
victed in 1896. He was convicted 
on the same documents and the same 
direct evidence and handwriting; and 
who doubted that Smith was guilty ! 
Smith admitted himself that in 1877 he 
was guilty, although he did not admit 
that he was guilty in 1896, 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, | had abstained from lecturing the House 
Mansfield): Does the hon. Gentleman | in the manner he had done as to the way 
know that the closure falls at ten o’clock, | in which business was conducted at the 
and that not a word has been said on this | Home Office. The documents were never 
side of the House ? | brought to the knowledge of the late 
| Viscount Ridley, the then Home Secre- 
Mr. COCHRANE said he had no desire | t@ty. Everything was discussed and 
to stand in the way of hon. Members @ealt with by the subordinate officials, 
opposite, but he wished to point out that who ought to have brought the case to 
the Judge, in his letter, said that it did | the knowledge of the responsible Minister. 
not matter whether Beck and Smith The hon. Member for the Hallam 
were the same person or different persons, Division was Under-Secretary when 
and that he was satisfied on the evidence | Viscount Llandaff was Home Secretary, 
that came before him that Beck was the | 2nd their tenure of office was character- 
guilty person. In the circumstances he ed by @ great _ miscarriage — ol 
thought that less than justice had been | Justice in the case of Mrs. Maybrick. 
done to the officials of the Home Office. | She ought to have been hanged or let 
It was extremely hard to pass censure | 8° free. It had been stated again and 
upon a board of officials who had not had | #8@in that the Beck case was unparalleled, 
an opportunity of being heard. Let him | but he was not at all satisfied that there 
add that he did not think there existed | Were not cases of a similar nature from 
time to time. The late Sir William 
Harcourt, in 1883, when Home Secre- 
a Sis a tary, brought forward a Bill with the 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh, yes. object of catubliebine «Criminal Apoeal 
Agreed, agreed. Court. Lord James of Hereford stated 
that it was within his knowledge that a 
Mr. COCHRANE said he thought man had been twice convicted of offences 
the hon, Member tor South Donegal was of which he was innocent. Cases where 
a little ungracious in his interruptions. | innocent persons were convicted were of 
These officials had no opportunity of frequent occurrence. He could not help 
being heard before the Committee, and contrasting the generosity with which 
it was very hard on them that they’! Mr. Beck had been treated in the matter 
should be so severely censured. ‘To cen- | of compensation with the small and 
sure these officials in such a harsh manner | utterly inadequate payments made to 
was a Very serious matter indeed. He felt people in Ireland who had been convicted 
that extremely keenly, and the generous | on the evidence of perjurers connected 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the | with the police and sentenced to long 
Member for Fife was of quite a different terms of imprisonment. The grievance 
tone to the interruptions of hon. Gentle- | of those who had suffered wrongful im- 
men opposite. He would not stand any | prisonment in Ireland was aggravated 
longer in the way of hon. Members oppo- | in some cases by the fact that the per- 
site. What they all desired was that /jurers who had. brought about the mis- 
similar cases should not be liable to occur | carriage of justice received what were 
in future. All who heard the statement | called compassionate payments in order 
made the other night by the Secretary | that the police force might be relieved of 
of State for the Home Department knew | them 
that he was prepared to meet every one | 
of the points raised by the Committee, | a ' : 
aid the result of that must be that such Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
cases would not be likely to occur in | this discussion afforded a deplorable 
Aeure. : ‘illustration of the effect of the closure. 
It was a great pity that instead of walk- 
ing through the division lobbies they 
that in the case of Mr. Beck there | oman — er are kage =n - 
had been an awful and scandalous | discussion of this matter. His com 
miscarriage of justice, and he wished the | plaint was that the Home Secretary had 
hon. Member for the Hallam Division | not made the slightest attempt to satisiv 
t 
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a more zealous, painstaking—— 
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Mr SWIFT MACNEILL said | 
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public opinion in regard to this gross 
miscarriage of justice. In the two 
debates which had taken place on the 
subject compliments had been paid to 
the police and the Home Office, as 
though, in the conduct of these Depart- 
ments, evervthing was for the best in 
the best of all possible worlds. The 
Report of the Committee of Inquiry 
contained the following— 

* And though it is possibly beyond ow 
province to suggest it, may not the time have 
come for abolishing the anomaly of pardon- 
ing a man who never ought to have been con- 
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victed, and asimpler remedy adopted of quashing 
the conviction on motion by the Attorney- 
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mendation ? The system of identifica- 
tion, as illustrated by what occurred in 
this case, showed that changes were 
required in order to guard against the 
danger of injustice being done to innocent 
persons when arrested on suspicion, 
The representatives of the Home Office 
had not given the slightest assurance 
that such a grave miscarriage of justice 
would be avoided in future. 


And, it being Ten of the clock, Mr. 
SPEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of 
the House of the 16th March, put that 








(;eneral and entering 
Record ?” 


Why did not the right hon. Gentleman 
do something to carry out that recom- 
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Young, Samuet 
Yoxall, James Henry 


icitads d) 


TELLERS FOR TNE Noges.—Mr 
Lough and Mr. Markham. 


Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to the Order | in respect of the Civil Service Supple- 


o the House of the 16th March, then put | 
* That 
House doth agree with the Committee | 
in all the remaining Resolutions reported | 198. 


forthwith the Question, 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir cage 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird. John George Alexander 
Balearres. Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R (Christch. 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach.RtHnSir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ¢. 
Bignold, ne Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Chudion 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt-Col H.F.( Middlesex) 





this | 
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Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Si> 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Savile 


The House divided 


mentary Estimates. ” 


:—Ayes, 251: Noes 
(Division List No. 84.) 
Davenport, William Bromley 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W. 
Faber, Ge _— Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hin, Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Iny’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
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Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene. H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hn. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Kt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Haslam. Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords, N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard,J(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, RtHn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. ColW 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir H. Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawaon, Hn. H. LW(MileEnd) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( YorksN.R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W F 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dunfriesshire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott(Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer i 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. : 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant. Jas. Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S Forde 


NOES. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford. East) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M°Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Ed. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt. ColA.C.E (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton undLyne) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) : 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmartnen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin,Chas. Ramsay (Galway) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
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Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 


Ways 


Ellice,CaptE.C(S Andrw’sBghs) | 


Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffiths, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 

Hope, John Deans(Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| 


' M‘Kean, John 


| M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 





{COMMONS} 


Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 





Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N) 
Mooney, John JJ. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan, Y. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E (Waterford) 


| Richards, Thos. (W.Monm’th) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William 
Roche, John 


Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 


Walter 
W. 


Runciman, 
Russell, T. 


and Means. 
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Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schmann, Charles FE. 

Seely, Maj. J.E. BUsleofWight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, D. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire} 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.HnC.R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


_ Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitie 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, FredW(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W Ison, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestershire,N 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, SirJT( Hudd’rsfi'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James, Henry 


TELLERS FoR?’ THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
Causton. 





~ 








WAYS AND MEANS [2Is7 Marcu]. 


Resolutions reported. 


1. ‘That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1905, the sum of £626,630 be 
granted out of the Consolidated Fund of 
the United Kingdom.’ 





2. “That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1906, the sum of 
£28,172,000 be granted out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


pee 

Whereupon Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
the Order of the‘ House cf the 16th March, 
put¥ forthwith’ the Question, “ That this 


106 
Ho 


in 1 


Agg 
Agn 
Allh 
Alls 
Ans 
Ark 
Arr 
Atk 
Aub 

Jag 
Bail 


jail 


Bal 
Bal: 
Balt 
Ball 
Ban 
Ban 
Bar 
bea 
ben 
Bho 
Big 
pill 
Bin 
Blu 
Bon 
Bos 
Bov 
Bra. 
Bro 
bro 
bro 
Bul 
Bur 
But 


} Cry 


Cro: 
Cut 
Cus 
Dal 
Da 
Dar 
Det 
Die 
Dis 
Diy 








1061 Ways 


House doth agree with the Committee | 


in the said Resolutions. ” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allhusen. AugustusHenry Eden 


Allsopp. Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hon Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour. Rt. Hon AJ (Manch’r) 
Balfour. Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour. Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 
janner. John S. Harmood- 
Bartley. Sir George C. T 


Beach. Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 


Bentinck. Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagcree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold. Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingha Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, fdward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles. Lt -Col H F (Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shrops) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer. Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
} Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates. Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton. Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley. Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport. W. Bromley 
Davies.Sir HoratioD.(Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
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Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzgerald.Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson.Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans (T’rH mlets 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Coschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley) 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords.N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge. Sir 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 


Robert T. 


i Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys,Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon,Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


and Means. 1062 


The House divided :—Ayes, 254; Noes, 
(Division List No 85.) 


Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Livery ocl) 
Lawson, Hn. H. L. W.(MileEnd 
Lawson.John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Farehem 
Lees,Sir Elliott( Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesh: m 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristcl.s 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb, Eskdale 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M’Calmont. Colonel James 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.Sir H E(Wiet'’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon. Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlineton 
Peel, Hn.Wni. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel! Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8S. Forde 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F.L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W.W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,SirHarry S.(Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,HC.(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


Ways 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose. Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hn Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

3arlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Jeaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

3enn, John Williams 

Blake, Edward 

3oland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 


{ 
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Stanley,Hn, Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley,Rt.Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 


| Stock, James Henry 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J. G.(Oxf’dUniv 


Thornton, Percy M. 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffield 


| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 





Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 


NOES. 


Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
ve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
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Welby,Sir Charles G.E.(Notts 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. ( Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomes 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H,. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, Geo-ge 

M'Kean, John 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Ed. (FermanaghN.) 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon ) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert Jolin 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas (WMenm'th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts. John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 
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Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 


Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely,}Maj J. E. B (Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy. David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares. Ernest J. 

Spencer. RtHn.C.R( Northants) 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
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Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh,N) 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’rs’d) 
Young. Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 











Stanhope. Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson. Francis 8. 
Strachey. Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 


White, George 


White, Patrick 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
hairman of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Victor Cavendish. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 

“To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of 
the years ending on the 31st day of 
March, one thousand nine hundred and 
five and one thousand nine hundred and 
six,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.) 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he desired to 
call attention to the interpretation given, 
rather unexpectedly but no doubt accur- 
the Closure Resolution under 
which the business of the House was now 
being carried on. The hon. Member 
for Clitheroe gave notice as early as he 
| could.. after satisfving himself on the | 
merits of a particular question, to dis- 
| allow one of the Orders now lying on the 

Table of the House. No attempt had | 
been made to prevent business of a simi- 
lar kind being taken under the operation 
| of this rule, and on Monday night, after 
the adoption of that rule, a Bill was 
read a second time in the House. That 
night there was an important Resolution 
on special exception for overtime, as to | 


ately, to 


Weir, James Galloway 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 


(Norfolk) 


(Meath, North) 


which there was very strong opinion 
amongst Labour Members, but it was now 
held that this could not be taken. That 
was a great hardship, because those 
rules were always specially exempt from 
the twelve o’clock rule. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkeErs- 
Douc as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
the right hon. Gentleman could not 
have consulted the hon. Member for 
Clitheroe before putting the Question. 
During the afternoon he agreed with 
the hon. Member for Clitheroe that 
the matter should be fully discussea 
and that he should not be placed in 
a worse position through the operation 
of this rule. The hon. Member expressed 
his gratitude and satisfaction at that 
arrangement. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE said that the 
hon. Member for Clitheroe was aware 
of his intention to make this statement. 
It was not a question of one Order, but of 
the operation of all the Orders, and there 
was no doubt that different views had 
been taken on the question. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire 
Clitheroe) said that what the Home 
Secretary had stated with reference 


to the «arrangement they arrived at 
during the afternoon was perfectly true ; 
and he was quite satisfied. But the 


| question was whether the closure rule 


was intended to strike out a Resolu 
tion such as hehad putdown. He agreed 
with his right hon. friend the Member 
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for the Forest of Dean that this ques- 
tion should be raised. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked whether 
the guillotine Resolution would have the 
effect of rendering the Parliamentary days 
in which it operated dies non for the pur- 
poses of the forty days on which the rules 


were to remain on the Table of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is a question 
of the construction of a statute upon which 
I can give no authoritative opinion. 
These statutes vary considerably in their 
terms, but in the present case I under- 
stand that the forty davs mean forty 
running days including Sundays and other 


Parliamentary dies non. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
understood that in consequence of the 
terms of the Resolution under which the 
House was at present sitting, none of the 
notices of Motions on the Paper could be 
taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER replied that that was 


sO. 


Mr. ASQUITH regarded it as very 
unfortunate that at eleven o’clock, when 
there still remained an hour of Parlia- 
mentary time, the important point raised 
by his hon. friend the Member for 
Clitheroe could not be discussed. He 
understood the Home Secretary to say, 
however, that there would be an oppor- 


unity for discussing the question. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said it was 
possible that what the hon. Member for 
Clitheroe desired might be carried out 
without the intervention of the House. 

Mr. Shackleton, 


| What he had promised was that if that 
| should not prove to be the case the matter 


| should be further considered. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) desired 
to put a question with regard to the 
misunderstanding with reference to Vote 
1 of the Army. The question was 
whether it would be possible to arrange 
that the whole of Monday, April 3rd 


should be given to the discussion of 


Vote | of the Army, as was intended by 
the Prime Minister. The intervention 
of an important private Bill would 
apparently deprive hon. Members ci 


} 


a part of the time available for the dis- 
cussion. He also pointed out that had 
Vote 1 remained under the closure rule 
it would not have been possible tor any 
other business to have come between it 
and the House, as the Rule provided 
that no other business than that of 
Supply could be taken at any sitting 
at which Government business had 
precedence. It might be that this was 
unavoidable, but he thought some ex- 
planation ought to be given. He might 
add that no breach of faith was imputed 
to the Prime Minister on that side of the 


House, least of all by himself. 


THE PRIME MINISTER axp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
3ALFOUR (Manchester, KE.) thought the 
House had been under a misconception 
ontwo points. If the right hon. Baronet 
would look not at the particular closure 
rule under which the House was working, 
but at the Standing Order governing Sup- 
ply, he would see that the Motion in ques- 
tion could not in any case come on ona 
Thursday until after twelve o’clock. The 
well-known Supply rule stated that “On 


a day so allotted-—” 
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An. Hon. MEMBER: This is not’ 
an allotted day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said in that case 
his argument fell to the ground. Then 
there remained the question regarding 
the Army Vote. The point raised by the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman was one that 
che hon. Gentleman had dealt with rather 
ully at Question time by Question and 
\nswer. He thought the hon. Member 
till laboured under the view that he had 
omething to do with the arrangement 
i private business. He had absolutely 
10 more to do with it than the hon. 
tentleman himself, and he was never 
onsulted upon it. He understood that 
vhat had occurred was that the important 
rivate Bill to which the hon. Gentleman 
‘eferred was to have been deferred until 
\pril 6th, but it appeared that on that 
late a good many Gentlemen opposite, 
for a very worthy and agreeable reason, 
did not desire to be in their places at 
nine o'clock, and in consequence the day 
was altered to April 5rd. He hoped that 
uo Member of the House, least of all any 
Member opposite, would suppose that 
he could by any action on his part alter 
what had oecurred. He would be 
glad to be the intermediary to bring the 
matter before the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, but unfortunately the right hon. ; 
Gentleman was unable to be present. 
Was the House prepared to adhere 
to the original date of April 6th? The 
only desire of the Government was that 


the Bill should come on at the time most 











convenient to the House. Members usually 


grumbled because such Bills were put 


down on private Members’ nights ; now 


they grumbled because the Bill was put 
down on a Government night. If hon. 


Members could come to some arrangement 


agreeable to both sides no one would 
rejoice more than he, 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, SS.) said 
there was no question as to where the 
responsibility for arranging private Bill 
business lay. It had been laid by 
the House upon the shoulders of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, whose duty 
it was to see that such business was fairly 
allocated between the different days. 
But he had also to see that arrangements 
made under such rules as that now govern- 
ing the proceedings of the House were duly 
carried out, and he would doubtless see 
the impropriety of interfering with any 
such arrangement. On the other hand, 
if in order to secure the full day which 
had been promised to the Army Vote it 
was necessary to postpone certain festive 
arrangements, he had no doubt the 
public spirit of the section of the House 
concerned would lead them to make 
such arrangements that public business 


should be properly dealt with. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked whether there was anything to 
prevent the Motion of his hon. friend 
being discussed that evening provided 
the Government and the mover of the 


Resolution were willing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he was sure that 
the House would be very glad if the hon, 
Member for Clitheroe were not deprived 
of his opportunity, but the Order of the 
16th March stood in his way. He had no 
power, nor had the Government any power, 
to dispense with the Order of the House, 
which laid it down that no business other 
than was specifically mentionec should 


be taken. 


CapraIn DONELAN (Cork, E.) de- 
sired to call attention to a matter of 
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which he had given the Chief Secretary 


Adjournment 


private notice. Nationalist Members had 
to complain only too frequently of the 
infamous system of jury packing in 
Treland, but a more flagrant case had 
the 


perpetrated 


been brought to public 
had been 


In the Watergrasshill 


never 
notice than 
at Cork to-day. 
case, out of eighty-one jurors com- 
pelled to be present in Court, no less 
than forty-six were ordered to stand 
aside by the Crown Prosecutor. That 
was a most shameful case of jury pack- 
ing, and he hoped the Chief Secretary 
would inaugurate his term of office by 
taking effective steps to put a stop to 
this gross and shameful prostitution of 


justice. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
8.) said that though the hon. Member 
had given him notice of his intention 
to ask a Question, he had not mentioned 
what the subject of the Question was to 


be. He had no information on the subject 


now raised, and he could hardly make a 
statement while the question was sub 


judice. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the case 
was sub judice, but the administration of 
justice was not, and the selection of the 
jury had nothing whatever to do with the 
merits of the trial. 
had no information on the subject, pos- 
sibly the Attorney-General had. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. London- 
derry, N.) pointed out that the notice 
of the hon. Member referred simply to the 
administration of tbe law in Ireland, 
and it was impossible from that to divine 


ATKINSON, 


what particular case he intended to 
Captain Donelan, 
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If the Chief Secretary / 
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refer to. He had no information what- 
ever on the point referred to by the hon. 
Member, but the Crown Prosecutor was 
acting under his authority, and he was 
responsible for his action. At the 
time he should be prepared 
that after full 


investigation, he approved of it, and 


proper 
to defend action if, 
hon. Members would have an ample 
opportunity of discussing it. 


DONELAN : 


Gentleman 


Will — the 


endeavour to 


CaPTaIN 
right hon. 
obtain some information, and give it to 
me to-morrow ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that al- 
though the hon Member had given him 
notice of his intention to ask a Question. 
he had not mentioned what the subject 
He had no 


information on the subject now raised, 


of the Question was to be. 


and he could hardly make a statement 


while the question was sub judice. The 


/ease would come before the Attorney- 


General and himself in course, 
and the hon, and gallant Member might 


rely upon it that if no injustice had been 


proper 


committed he would be prepared to 
defend the action. 

CapraIN DONELAN: I beg to 
give notice that I snall raise this question 
again upon tne Motion for Adjournment 


to-morrow. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give us any information 
as to when the Bill dealing with the un- 
employed question, promised in the 
King’s speech, will be introduced ! 


{No answer was returned.] 


Adjourned at twenty-one minutes 
after Eleven o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 24th March, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Torpoint Urban District Water Bill 
(x.L.]. A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Clyde Navigation Bill [x.L.] Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
j ments. | 
i Eatre Rios Railways Bill [#.1.]; Cor- | 
“dob: and Rosario Railway Bill [H.1.]; | 
{Hastings Harbour District Railway | 
»(Abandonment) Bill [H.L.]. Read 3", and | 
passed. and sent to the Commons. 





| 
| 
| 
} 


: Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill. | 
,Read 3, with the Amendments; a | 
| 


#: further Amendment made; Bill passed, | 


Sand returned to the Commons. 


“Oh tr 


* Buenos Ayres Grand National Tram- | 
Swavs Bill [u.u.J. The CHatrMan oF | 
“Committees informed the House that 
the promoters do not intend to proceed | 
the Bill. Order for the | 
E Second Reading on Monday the 3rd of | 
F April next, discharged. Ordered, That | 
tthe Bill be not further proceeded with. | 
a | 

| 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 
TRADE REPORTS: 
No. 3330. 


ANNUAL SERIES. 
France (Brest). | 


TURKEY, No. 1 (1905) (OTTOMAN PUBLIC 
DEBT). 

Decree issued Ist (14th) September, 
1903, 2s an annex to the decree of 28 | 
Mouharrem, 1299 (8th (20th) December, | 
1881), 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 





to lie on the Table. 


BISHOPRICS ACT, 1878, AND BISHOP. 
RICS OF SOUTHWARK AND BIR- 
MINGHAM ACT, 1904. 
Order in Council of the 20th March, 
1905, founding the Bishopric of South- 
wark, 





VOL, CXLIII. 


{[FourtH Sertes.] 





{24 Maren 1905} 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Order in Council of the 20th March, 
1905, fixing the establishment of tlie 
Commissioners of Irish Lights, and the 
salaries to be paid to the several officers 
of their establishment. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890. 

Order in Council of the 20th March, 
1905, entitled ‘‘ The Southern Rhodesia 
Order in Council, 1905.” 


POLLING DISTRICTS (BOROUGH OF 
ROCHDALE). 

Order made by the Council of the 
Borough of Rochdale, dividing certain 
wards of the borough into polling dis- 
tricts. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WHALE FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 5* on Tuesday next. 

STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selection 
for the Standing Committee, That they 
have added the Karl of Feversham to the 
Standing Committee; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


House adjourned at half-past Four 
o'clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 24th March, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding June- 
tion Railway and Dock Bill; Walker and 
Wallsend Union Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered; to be read the third time. 


Shropshire and Worcestershire Electric 
Power Biil. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


20 
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Metropolitan Police Provisional Order | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. | ae 


ra y ‘ mm @ TG y " > 

Local Government Provisional Orders : enneaiin — - ian 
(No. 2) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
visional Orders of the Local Government the 20th March, 1905, fixing the Establish- 
Board relating to the counties of ment of the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
Anglesey, Middlesex, and Stafford,” pre- and the Salaries to be paid to the several 
sented by Mr. Grant Lawson; supported Officers of their Establishment [by Act]; 
by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first *° lie upon the Table. 
time; and referred tothe Examiners of |. Te Se 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be} PORFIGN JURISDICTION a 
printed. [Bill 120.] Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
the 20th March, 1905, entitled The South- 
ern Rhodesia Order in Council, 1905 [by 


Local Government Provisional Orders . 4 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


(No. 3) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government | rc oppics ACT, 1878, AND BISHOPRICS 
Board relating to Milford Haven, Shering- ~~ SOUTHWARK AND BIRMINGHAM | 
ham, Stalybridge, and Swinton,” pre- ACT, 1904 

sented by Mr. Grant Lawson; supported Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first the 20th March, 1905: founding the 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of Bishopric of Southwark [by Act]; to lie 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be upon the Table. : 

printed. [Bill 121.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (BOROUGH OF 
Local Government Provisional Orders ROCHDALE). 

(Poor Law) Bill. “To confirm certain Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- Council of the Borough of Rochdale 
ment Board relating to the parish of dividing certain Wards of the Borough 
Hammersmith and the Poplar Union,” into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie 
presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; sup- | upon the Table. 

ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the 


first time ; and referred to the Examiners | RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be Copy presented, of Report by the 
printed, [Bill 122. Board of Trade respecting the (reat 


; Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton 
Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Railway (No. 1) Bill and the objects 
Electric Supply Bill. Reported, with thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 158b]; referred to the Committee on 
Table. the Bill. 


Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; to be, Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
read a second time upon Monday, 5rd (Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
April, and to be printed. [Bill 124.] 3330 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 
Swansea Corporation Bill. Reported, ——— 


with Amendments; Report to lie upon . ' . , 
vb: QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
the Table, and to be printed. CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PETITION, Relief Works for the Unemployed— 
Liability to Disfranchisement. 


nae Sir CHARLES McLAREN (Leicester- 


SUGAR TAX. shire, Bosworth): To ask the President | 


Petition from Hollingworth, for repeal: of the Local Government Board whether 
to lie upon the Table. any men out of work, who are taken on 
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and employed by boards of guardians 
and rural district councils to break stones 
or in any similar occupation at a fair 
rate of wages, are treated by the over: | 
seers a8 having been in receipt of parish 
relief, and are liable to disfranchisement ; 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that no such disability or stigma | 
attaches to men similarly employed by | 
urban district councils; and whether, in | 
order to facilitate the relief of the unem- 

ployed, he will proceed to amend the law | 
and place all public bodies on a similar | 
footing in this respect. 





| B.): 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
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the purposes for which the poor rate was 
made, and also the amount in the £ levied 
for this purpose. The Local Government 
Board have stated that the demand note 
should be issued in the prescribed form, 
and that the proportion of the rate in 
the £in respect of so much of the borough 
rate 1s is levied to meet the expenses of 
the town council for particular purposes 
should not be specified separately upon 
the demand note. 


Questions. 


Promotion in the Bristol Post Office. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
To ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he will state why a number of 


do not know what course may have been | en with unblemished character and with 
adopted by any particular overseers, but | service ranging from fifteen to twenty-five 


Jam not aware of any ground for con- | years have, in the recent promotions in 
| 


_ boroughs, the Local Government Board 








sidering that men who are employed by | 
any local authority upon work which they | 
find it necessary to undertake, and who | 
are paid wages for their work, would be | 
disfranchised. If, however, the men are | 
in receipt of relief from the guardians | 
and employment is given to them in con- 
nection with the relief, they are, no doubt, | 
disfranchised whatever may be the form | 
in which the relief is given. It does not | 
seem to me necessary to propose an 
alteration of the law on this subject. 


Demand Notes for Collection of Rates 
Statement of Amounts required for 
Particular Purposes. 
Mr. LAYLAND - BARRATT (Devon- 

shire, Torquay): To ask the President of 

the Local Government Board whether, 
if the persons responsible in a borough 
for the collection of rates, and who have 
not up to the present done so, decided | 
to show on the demand note the amount 

tequired for particular purposes, including | 
that of education, as is done in the cases | 
of Plymouth, Truro, Exeter, Eastbourne, | 

Leicester, Hove, Bournemouth, and other 


would interfere in any way to prevent 
this being done. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
expenses of a town council for such pur- 
poses as education are usually payable 
out of the borough rate, and speaking 
generally the borough rate is payable out 
of the poor rate. The prescribed form of 
demand note for a poor rate requires the 
“borough rate” to be shown as one of 


| August, 1904. 


the Bristol Post Office, been passed over 
in favour of a junior postman. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1am not 
aware to what promotion the hon. Mem- 
ber refers, unless it be one made in 
On that occasion, in mak- 
ing an appointment to the position of 
head postman, it was necessary to pass 
over a number of men who either declined 
promotion or were not qualified for the 
position. 


Protection of British Subjects in Baku. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether representations 
have reached him to the effect that 
numerous British inhabitants of Baku 
are in great danger, and that some of 
them find difficulty in obtaining food; 
and what steps His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are taking for the protection of 
British subjects in Baku. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) We under- 
stand that some anxiety is felt as to the 
safety of British residents in Baku, and 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Peters- 
burg has been instructed to make, repre- 
sentations to the Russian Government 
on the subject, but the authorities appear 
to be taking special steps for the restora- 
| tion of order. 


| Erection of Labourers’ Cottages in the 
Strabane (No. 2) Rural District. 


Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Irelands» what is the 
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cause of delay in proceeding 
the completion of Scheme I., for 
the erection of seventeen labourers’ 
cottages in the Strabane (No. 2) Rural 
District ; whether the scheme was formu- 
lated by the council six years ago; and 
whether the delay in proceeding with the 
scheme lies with the Local Government 
Board or the district council; and if 
steps will be taken by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to expedite the compietion 
of the scheme. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
delay in carrying this scheme into effect 
rests entirely with the district council 
and their officers. The Provisional Order 
was made by the Board in April, 1903, 
and became absolute on June 2nd, 1903; 
but the council did not lodge the 
necessary enlarged maps, etc., with a 
view to the appointment of an arbitrator, 
until more than twelve months after- 
wards. The arbitrator was appointed on 
July 28th, 1904, and his award was 
made on the 19th September. The coun- 
cil may have considered it undesirable 
to proceed with building works during 
the winter season: but otherwise there 
was nothing to prevent them from doing 
so, as the loan was sanctioned by the 
Treasury so far back as November, 1903. 


Transit Facilities at Sneem. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, with reference to the 
proposed withdrawal of the Clyde 
Shipping Company’s service on the 
south-west coast, whether be can state 
the exact arrangements made by the 
Congested Districts Board with the 
Great South and Western Railway for 
delivery of goods at Sneem from Kenmare 
Station and vice versi; what are the 
special rates through to Sneem quoted 
by the railway company , and whether 
steps have been taken to secure that 
the Limerick or other steamers will call, 
at regular intervals, at Sneem. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 


have furnished the hon. Member with , 


the information asked for. The Board 
have no control over the Limerick or 
other steamers calling at Sneem, and do 
not intend to pay a subsidy to such 
steamers, 


{COMMONS! 
with | 





Questions. 


Science Teaching in Ireland. 


1080 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland (1) 
whether he can state the number of 
applications for organisers’ science 
courses in local centres which have been 
sent to the Commissioners of National 
Education by school managers or others, 
and which have not yet been dealt 
with; (2) whether he will give a 
list of su table centres in which in the 
opinion of the Commissioners it is 
advisable to hold preliminary revision 
and continvation courses respectively ; 
(3) whether he will recommerd that 
funds be provided for the continu- 
ance of the organising work aiter the 
$lst instant on the same scale as 
heretofore in order to permit of these 
classes being held; (4) whether he can 
state the number of unequipped schools in 
which no science instruction has yet been 
given; (5) and whether, seeing that the 
three science organisers whose services 
are being retained would be unable to 
pay even one organising visit per 
annum to each of the schools already 
equipped, he will recommend that an 
adequate staff of organisers be appointed 
after the 31st instent to guide and 
supervise science teaching in the schools. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
such applications have been undealt 
with. Four such were received during 
the current year, and were refused for 
the reasons which I stated in reply toa 
Question yesterday.t The second Question 
depends upon the provision which has 
been, end isto be, made by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for the training of teachers in 
elementary science. 7,195 schools have not 
yet received equipment grants of science 
apparatus, but some of them may have 
been equipped from locai sources. It 
cannot, therefore, be inferred that science 
instruction has been given’ in none of 
these schools. There are 5,551 schools 
manned by only one teacher, and in these 
it would be difficult to give practical 
instruction in elementary science, even 
if the teacher were specially trained. 
Instruction by way of object-lessons 1s 
considered sufficient in such cases. In- 





t See page 972. 
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struction of that kind was given in 8,281 
schools in 1905. The Answers to the 
third and last Questions are in the 
negative. 


Training of Irish Teachers in Practical 
Science. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) ; 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if, on taking into 
consideration the fact that less than 40 per 
cent. of the Irish national teachers have 
been trained in Part I. of the elementary 
practical science course, and only 6 
per cent. in the Part IT. course, he will 
state what arrangements have been made 
for the training of the remaining teachers 
who have not yet had an opportunity 
of attending the organisers’ classes, and 
who had no opportunity of receiving 
instruction in this subject when they were 
passing through the training colleges. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Head Org iniser of Elementary Science and 
two assistants have been permanently 
retained to continue the training of 
teachers in science, and the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
are giving facilities for the training of 
teachers in that subject at local technical 
schools. 


Salary of Assistant Teacher in School Roll, 
0. 5736, District 57. Circuit 22 C. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain why the 
Commissioners of Nationa! Education 
have not yet paid salary for the quarter 
ending December 3lst, 1904, to the 
assistant teacher in School Roll, No. 
5736, District 57, Cireuit 22 C: and if 
he will order its pryment forthwith. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
school was closed by the manager from 
October 24th to December 31st, 1904, 
with the exception of two days. The 
chief inspector has since inquired into the 
matter, and his report will be con- 
sidered at the next meeting of the 
Coumissioners. Meanwhile, silary can- 
not be paid any member of the school 
staff. 


{24 Maron 1905} 
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TOWN TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 
[Second ReavIna.] 

Order for Second Reading read. 

*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
said that in moving the Second Read- 
ing of the Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Bill, which had fallen to his lot, he 
desired, at the start, to inform the House 
that this was not to be regarded as 
the Bill of last year. The Bill of last 
year, he and his friends found, was 
regarded with serious objection as to 
some of its features, and as they desired 
to make some headway on this import- 
ant question, they had struck out what 
they believed to be strictly just sections 
but which were thought by those oppo- 
site to be so objectionable. They had 
consequently reduced the Bill to what 
was practically a Bill to give compensa- 
tion to the town tenants of Ireland 
for improvements which they had made 
at their own expense. He was glad 
to say that the Irish Party had made 
those changes with the full concurrence 
of that great organisation known as 
“The Towa ‘Tenants’ Association in 
Ireland.” Therefore, he hoped that he 
might anticipate success for the Bill, 
tne Second Reading of which he was 
now moving. He saw the Chief Secre- 
tary’ present, and ne invited the right 
hon. Gentleman to inaugurate his term 
of office by allowing the Irish people 
to have such a small measure of Home 
Rule, at all events, as was contained 
in the Bill. The proposals in this Bill 
were a matter of justice to a very large 
section of people, and they would not 
do injustice to any class of people 
in Ireland. This was an “ all Ireland ” 
question from end to end of Ireland. 
| Without distinction of politics or creed 
the people of Ireland were in favour 
of this measure; and he thought that 
the Chief Secretary might well begin 
his term of office by allowing the Irish 
people to have their own way in a matter 
so vitally affecting themselves, and not 
likely to endanger the integrity of the 
British Empire. 

He proposed to impose upon himself 
the ten minutes rule, and only meant in 
moving the Second Reading, to briefly 
put the principles of it before the House, 
and that for two reasons. First, because 
|he thought the Bill explained itself satis- 
factorily to any one who took the trouble 
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to read it. Second, and for a more 
important reason, he was anxious that 
as large a number of Irish Members as 
possible should have an opportunity of 
saying what their constituents thought 
of this measure. The Bill proposed in 
Clause 1 that a town tenant on quitting 
a holding might claim compensation 
from the landlord for improvements 
made by him or his predecessor in title, 
which had added to the letting value of 
the holding. And, in case of dispute 
over compensation, unless the parties 
agreed to arbitration, the matter must 
go before the County Court Judge. He 
thought that no one would allege that 
a County Court Judge in Ireland was 
likely to be a partial tribunal to the 
tenant. He thought that if any sus- 
picion of partiality might be enter- 
tained at all, it would be that in 
favour of the landlord and not of the 
tenant. Therefore, the landlords could 
not object to going before a tribunal which 
they had always declared to be the most 
impartial in the land, and the least 
expensive. That latter consideration 
was most important to both landlords 
and tenants. Then, in the next place, in 
the event of any dispute between a 
landlord and a tenant with regard to 
a claim for compensation for improve- 
ments on a_ holding, such dispute, 
unless the parties agreed to refer it to 
arbitration, the Judge in awarding com- 
pensation might, in reduction of the 
tenant’s claim, take into consideration 
the rent at which such holding had been 
held, and the tenant was not to be 
entitled to compensation for improve- 
ments made before or after the passing 
of the Act which the landlord undertook 
to make, unless the landlord failed to carry 
out his undertaking. Therefore it was 
left for the landlord to decide the matter. 
These were not very revolutionary pro- 
posals. Again, notice of any proposed 
improvements by the tenant must be 
given to the landlord, with a specifica- 
tion or plan of the proposed improve- 
ments, and the landlord had a right to ob- 
ject to them, and the reasonableness of the 
proposal of the tenant was to be decided 
by the Court. Again, a tenant voluntar- 
ily quitting his holding was not to be 
entitled to compensation if he had had 
permission from the landlord to sell his 
interest in improvements to the incom- 


Mr. Patrick O'Brien, 
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ing tenant, whether the said tenant took 
advantage of such permission or not. And 
compensation was not to be payable 
unless notice was given, and agreed to by 
the landlord or sanctisned by the Court, 
except for such improvements as werg 
enforced by order of the sanitary or any 
other authority and made by the tenant, 
These were, briefly, the outlines of the 
measure, which, as he had said, was an 
“all Ireland Bill.” 
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The only opposition to it, he be- 
lieved, came from five Gentlemen who 
might be very excellent Irish land- 
lords, but it was very remarkable 
that not one of them had a seat in 
this House for an Irish constituency. 
He claimed, once more, that this was an 
‘all Ireland Bill,” and he was courageous 
enough even to hope that the Attorney- 
General for Ireland might see his way to 
support it. Of course, if the right hon, 
Gentleman did not, the Irish Members 
recognised his position as an officia! 
member of the Government. The five 
Gentlemen who had issued a_ whip 
against the Second Reading of the Bill 
held seats for English towns, and he 
thought that they might have allowed 
the Irish Members to look after the 
interests of their own constituents. He 
knew that two of these hon. 
Gentlemen were not seeking to come 
back to this House after the general 
election ; and he was equally certain that 
other two of them would not get back 
there, whether they desired it or not. 
That was the weight of the opposition to 
this little measure ; and he hoped that 
the Chief Secretary, when he came to 
speak on the Motion before the House, 
would keep a steady eye on Ireland and 
never cast a blink behind him to the 





people who were only capable of making 
mischief, and would never do any good at 
all to Ireland. He had much pleasure in 
moving that this Bill be read a second 
time. 





*Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he would like to remind hon. Members 
that this was not a new subject of dis 
cussion in the House of Commons. As 
lony ago as 1886-7 the Towns Holdings 
Committee was appointed, and subse- 
quently a large volume of evidence 





they had seen was issued. But that 
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Committee presented no Report on 
account of a change of Government ; 
and subsequently it was thought ex- 
pedient, according to the views of those 


who held office, not to approach this diffi- | 


cult question. Nevertheless, the subject 
of the Bill, the Second Reading of which 
he had the pleasure of seconding, had 
occupied the public mind of England 
and Ireland. Long before he came into 
Parliament he was obliged to take 
notice of the grievances with which 
this Bill dealt, and since he entered the 
House he had introduced a Bill every 
session to try and remedy these griev- 
ances. ‘Two opportunities were obtained 
of discussion. On the first occasion 
the Second Reading was defeated by 
a large majority, but on the second it 
was thrown out by a majority of only 
thirty-seven, and the strange feature 
about the division was that the only 
Members from Ireland who voted against 
the Bill were the official representatives 
of the Government in Ireland. That 
proved the proposed measure had the 
approbation of every section of the 
Irish community, save and except that 
of those who were salaried to oppose 
it. He remembered shortly after he 
entered the House 


town holdings. 


of Ireland which, in the opinion of hon. 
Gentlemen opposice, most truly repre- 
sented the judgment of Ireland. Lord 
Peel, who was then Speaker, made 
the remark that he never knew of any 
subject on which so many petitions from 
Ireland bad been presented concurrently. 
The agitation had continued ever since. 
Only a few days ago he had presented 
a petition from Blackrock U.D.C. (now 
a Conservative Council), Kingstown, 
Bray, and many other urban councils 
had also strongly protested—in fact, all 
Ireland was demanding remedial legisla- 
tion. This almost unprecedented coalition 
of political parties should be realised by 
those who were inclined to oppose the 
measure now before the House. 


He desired, as chairman of the Town 
Tenants‘ Association, to put before the 
House a short history of that body. The 
Town Tenants’ Association was not in 
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he presented no | 
fewer than forty-six petitions praying | 
for an amendment of the law relating to | 
The majority of those 
petitions came from Ulster—-that portion | 
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opposition to any other association ; on 
the contrary, it had the co-operation of 
| the United Irish League, the Land and 
Labour Association, also various political, 
non - political, commercial, and trades 
| union societies all over town and country 
‘in Ireland. The ‘Lown Tenants’ Associa- 
tion started spontaneously, and was 
organised voluntarily, without an official 
| paid organiser. The reason was that a 
grievance existed in every portion of 
Ireland, to which attention was directed 
| by the confiscations, rack rents, and 
| hardships endured by town tenants, 
| business men, inhabitant householders, 
and tenement occupiers in nearly every 
city, town, and village in Ireland. 
He thought it was unique in the history 
of any great association that it should 
have been started without the assistance 
of a paid organiser. Councillor Briscoe, 
who was the hon. secretary, and paid 
his own expenses, organised no fewer 
| than 200 branches,which were in existence 
at the present moment, with a central 
executive and head office in Dublin. 
Therefore, this was a question which could 
not be lightly treated by any portion 
of the House of Commons. He would 
| have hon. Members remember that the 
security of the home was the anchor of 
the State, and that that principle was 
recognised in every civilised community 
except in England and Ireland. In- 
numerable letters had reached him giving 
| instances of confiscations, fines, penalties, 
spoliation, and eviction; an1 he was of 
opinion that this Bill ought not to be a 
private Member’s Bill. It was the duty 
of the Government to protect everv 
portion of the community, and he cou 

not understand why a responsible Irish 
Government should be permitted to re- 
main in office while the resident occupiers 
of town holdings were exposed to the 
legalised plunder carried out under the 
existing law. As showing how house 
property was managed in other countries, 
he would refer hon. Members to a Return 
moved for and obtained by the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill from every Consul in 
each civilised country. That Returnshowed 
that even in Turkey and Russia, where 
constitutional government is unknown, 
there was more security for town tenants 
than in England and Ireland. The 
Scotch people were too shrewd and clever 
to submit to the law as it existed in 
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England and Ireland, and they had the 
system of feu freeholds. He held that 
it was the duty of salaried responsible 
Government to protect every portion of 
the community, so that they might be 
able to carry or their avocations with 
profit to themselves and benefit to the 
State. He laid down the Conservative 
principle that the law should not enable 
aman to appropriate the property of 
another man at the end of his lease. 
No right of property should be so ex- 
tended as to conflict with the general 
interests of the community; but that 
principle was adopted in English and 
Trish law relating to town holdings, in 
opposition to the legal practice of any 
other country. 


Now, how did this system come into 
existence ? It could scarcely be correctly 
termed statutory law. For he had 
searched through the Statute-book and 
found that the terminable leasehold 
system had been introduced by means of 
private Bill legislation in olden times, for 
the purpose of forwarding the benefit of 
the owners of settled estates, ground 
landlords, middle men, and house jobbers. 
He was of opinion that a scheme of such 
importance, affecting millions of urban 
residents, should not have been allowed 
to be smuggled through Parliament by 
means of private Bill legislation long ago, 
because these private Bills were not then 
discussed as they were to-day. He trusted 
that the Government would take a states- 
man-like attitude in regard to this 
measure, because it affected the vast 
majority of urban residents in England 
and Ireland. The existing law was a 
bar to progress and improvement. He 
further asserted that it was not only 
against the principle of general utility 
which should be the basis of all, and 
obedience thereto, and further it was 
opposed to common-sense equity and 
justice. The terminable leasehold system 
operated in England and Treland in 
certain localities to the danger of the 
community. Those who lived in towns, 
who were almost as 
agricultural population, were at least 
entitled to equal protection with those 
who lived in the country; and it was 
incumbent on the Government to protect 
town tenants—leaseholders, inhabitant 


Mr. Field. 


numerous as the 
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householders, and tenant occupiers—from 


legalised oppressions and __ injustice, 
Security had been already conceded to 
the Irish agriculturist; why not ex- 
tend it to the urban resident? The 
old Civil Code laid it down that no 
man should get rich at another man’s 
expense ; but that was precisely what 
was being done under the present law, 
He expected there would be no hesi- 
tation on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary to adopt 
this measure which, if he might be 
allowed to criticise it, did not go far 


enough. The supporters of the Bill had 
reduced it to a minimum; and they 
could not understand how any im- 
partial man could oppose so simple 


a measure, which only aimed at pro- 
tecting the property of a man who had 
created it. He agreed with the hon. 
Member who had introduced the Bill that 
the opposition to it by the five hon. 
Members who had issued a whip against 
it came from Gentlemen who did not 
represent Irish opinion, The Romans 
had a proverb: “Summum jus summa 
injuria ’~-the greater the law the greater 
the injustice. Which quotation accurately 
defined the existing position in regard to 
the town tenants of Ireland. He was sure 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary and the Attorney-General for Ireland 
realised that they were not in office for the 
purpose only of drawing a salary, but of 
forwarding the best interests of the people. 
Therefore, it was their duty to abstain 
from using their prestige and influence 
in opposition to the Bill but leave it to 
the judgment of the House. He re- 
minded the Attorney-General that only 
recently in one small town it took eight 
policemen to protect a process server who 
was engaged in serving a process on 
a town tenant. The people paid for the 
constables, the landlords controlled them ; 
they also controlled the ‘nilitary forces. 
But there was a greater force than con- 
stables or armies and that was the force 
of public opinion, and when public opinion 
had gripped the idea of protecting their 
rights in the future, the time had come 
for legislation. The main difficulty he 
had experienced as president of the Town 
Tenants’ organisation was to restrain the 
aggrieved tenants, who believed in the 
maxim that “Those have rights who dare 
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maintain them,” but in view, possibly, of 
remedial legislation he advised— 
“ What reinforcement we may gain from Hope; 
If not, what resolution from Despair.” 

As the measure had been so lucidly 
explained by his friend and colleague the 
hon. Member for Kilkenny, he trusted 
that recognising the necessity for justice, 
and the urgency for this measure, the 
House would pass the Second Reading 
by a large majority. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
e. ” 

“ime. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said he desired to approach this subject 
yom the point of view of equity, and the 
joint of view of that which was also neces- 
ary to the prosperity of the country, 
1amely, the point of view of security of 
yroperty. The hon. Member who 
seconded the Motion was clear and dis- 
‘inct on one point, which was that this 
vas not merely a Bill for the town tenants 
f Ireland, but one that he also claimed 
on behalf of the town tenants of England. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN said the Bill 
spoke for itself and did not mention 
England. 


Mr. FIELD said he represented Ire- 
land, and had nothing whatever to do with 
England except in the position he took 
up as a Member of this House upon the 
measures which were recorded by it. 


*Str JOHN COLOMB said he certainly 
understood the hon. Member to claim this 
Bill on behalf of the town tenants of Eng- 
land as well, but, however that might be, 
what he wished to point out was that 
there was nothing exceptional in the 
position of town tenants in Ireland to 
necessitate this measure. This Bill was 
recommended as a small measure of urban 
Home Rule; now, whatever their views 
upon Home Rule might be, it must be 
remembered that there was a great funda- 
mental difference between the social con- 
dition of the rural districts of Ireland as 
compared with those of this country, but 
in towns the conditions were the same. Of 
course predatory instinct was common 
toall mankind. It was not confined to a 
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and one of the features of modern 
politics was the readiness with which 
Members of the North of Ireland 
were ready to give expression on behalf 
of a class to that predatory instinct. 
Whenever there was a chance of so 
doing he noticed they were only too 
delighted to find themselves in the 
lobby with the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford. That predatory instinct 
had been whetted by legislation adopted 
in this House, legislation which in 1870 
helped to produce that chaotic con- 
fusion in the economic condition of 
Ireland from which that country could 
only be rescued by the pledging of 
the resources of this country to the 
extent of £100,000,000 in order to get 
Ireland out of the mess into which it 
had got through that legislation. He sub- 
mitted, therefore, that the House must 
be very careful not to take the same step 
and commence the same course with 
regard to the towns of Ireland as it had 
done with the country districts. His 
submission was that there was no differ- 
ence between the position of land- 
lord and tenant of a town holding in 
[reland and landlord and tenant of a town 
holding in England, and it appeared 
to him that this Bill would introduce 
into the relationship between landlords 
and tenants in Irish town holdings the liti- 
gation, uncertainty, friction, and expense 
which the legislation of 1881 created 
between landlord and tenant of Irish 
agricultural holdings ; that was the way 
in which he saw it, and that was why 
he opposed the Bill. It seemed to him 
that it would confiscate the value of 
reversionary interests which was the 
chief attraction to small investors in 
Ireland. This Bill was aimed more at 
the small investors of Ireland than any 
one else, and he thought the House 
would do well to pause and think care- 


fully before giving a vote on _ this 
} £ 8 
matter. If there was any difference at 


all between the towns of England and 
Ireland that difference lay in the fact 


that the number of great owners 
in the towns of Ireland was  con- 
siderably less than in the towns of 


England, and it was by reason of the 
fact that small owners had invested 
in that class of property that a multitude 
of small men who had perhaps put their 
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the hardest; thev had no cash to fight 
or litigate with as they would have to 
do to defend their interest when this 
Bill came into operation. 


own Tenants 


He noticed, in the first place, that the 
Bill made no distinction between improve- 
ments made by the existing tenant or his 
predecessor. It was to be retrospective in 
its operation, every existing contract was 
to be subject to the new law, and all the 
basis on which the security of property 
rested was to be disturbed by the opera- 
tion of this Bill. It conferred on existing 
tenants rights they never had possessed 
and never expected to possess, except 
in modern times through the action 
of hon. Members for Ireland. The 
point he wished to make was that there 
was something better and deeper, more 
conducive to the prosperity of the 
country than mere popularity. There 
was the fundamental principle of securing 
what belonged to people, rightly and 
by law, and maintaining contracts fairly 
entered into between manand man. This 
Bill went beyond that. In the first place 
it claimed for the existing tenant im- 
provements not only made by himself, but 
his predecessor’s. In such a clause there 
was no limit; it carried them back to the 
time when houses were first built. On 
whom did the onus lie of proving that 
the improvements were not made by the 
landlord himself? The Bill made no 
difference between residential and busi 
ness premises. Supposing in a_ street 
which was residential aman had purchased 
two of three houses. It might be that in 
that street there was no shop and that 
fact would give a great advantage to 
anyone opening a business there over 
shops more remote, which would lead 
directly to the enhanced value of a shop 
so opened. Under this Bill the tenant 
of the middle house of the three might 
think it a good thing to turn his house 
into a shop, and all he would have to do 
was to give his landlord notice to make 
the shop and the landlord would have 
to compensate him when he left. That 
was all very well, but what would be the 
result to the houses on either side. It 
would depreciate that property in order 
simply to put money into the pockets 
of the third party. He further objected 
to Clause 7, which incorporated Sections 
16 to 19 inclusive and Section 21 of the 
Landlord and Tenant (Ireland) Act of 

Sir John Colomb, 
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1870. 1870? 


'The whole foundation of that Act was 


to secure protection against the landlord 


' exercising his powers to force the tenant 


out. This Bill dealt not with the question 
of turning out a tenant but with one 
who was quitting voluntarily, and the 
machinery for basing certain claims 
established under an Act which was to 
prevent landlords exercising a power to 
turn out a tenant did not seem applicable 
to the case of a tenant who was quit‘ing 
his holding voluntarily. It was clear 
that the real intention was to introduce, 
by adopting ths method of procedure, 
into the town the principle of the Act of 
1870, out of which grew so much con- 
fusion. with the result that the House 
was compelled to pledge the credit of the 
British taxpayer to the extent of a 
hundred millions sterling. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
It was the salvation of the Irish landlords, 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that was 
not the point. He only wished to draw 
the inference that, looking at the history 
of the way in which the House had 
dealt with the land question in Ireland 
and produced a state of things from 
which escape only could be found by 
pledging the British taxpayers’ money, 
they ought to be careful how they ex- 
tended their operations. The Bill was 
retrospective. He therefore considered 
it confiscatory. He believed that one 
effect would be that wherever the tenure 
could be terminated before the Act came 
into operation the rent would be immedi- 
ately raised and that in itself was likely 
to produce permanent evil consequences. 
At any rate it would promote litigation; 
it would lead to overworking the County 
Court Judges. [An Hon. Memper: They 
want work.] It might be true that at 
the present time the work of County 
Court Judges was light, but this Bill 
would add to it enormously. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: County Court 
Judges in Ireland work five months in 
the year; they are idle the remaining 
seven. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said that was 
a very smal] point indeed, and it was not 
necessary to enter into it. He only 
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wanted to point out that the Bill would 
create enormous pressure upon them. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: And a good 
thing too. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said another 
objection which he had was that the Bill 
would set landlords and tenants by the 
ears. The real necessity for Irish pros- 
perity and Irish progress was the restora- 
tion of security in property. In his 
opinion this Bill would further shake 
that security, and in consequence it would 
shake the very foundations of the pros- 
perity of the country by plunging the 
smaller men into litigation and provid- 
ng work for lawyers and jobbers. He 
yegged to move that the Bill be read a 
second time that day six months. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
1ey, 8.), in seconding the rejection of the 
Bill, claimed that it contained principles 
of a most objectionable character. It 
would create enormous difficulties for 
town tenants. The hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick’s Division had given his view 
of what the Bill was, but he rather in- 
ferred from the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman that he was thinking more of 
long building leases than of any other 
class of holding. He seemed to think 
that the same difficulty did not occur in 
Scotland, where feus still existed. But, 
after all, the difference in the two systems 
was that in one case the lease was granted 
for ever whereas in the other it was for 
ninety-nine years. 


Mr. FIELD: That is what we want. 


Mr HERBERT KOBERTSON said 
he supposed he was right in inferring, 
then, that the hon. Member really 
weant the Bill tc apply in the 
main bat not entirely to building 
agreements. He spoke of the con- 
servation ot property. It was doubt- 
ful whether the word ‘“ ccnservatism ” 
was properly applicable in this case, 
as they understood conservatism they 
desired to conserve the general ;rin- 
ciples of the Constitution, but that 
could hardly be applied in the case of 
this Bill. The hon. Member pointed 
cut that ninety-nine vears leases were the 
same in England as in Ireland, and it 





nad never been suggested, and indeed 
he did not think it would be suggested, 
that there was anv real difference between 
England and Ireland in this respect. 
But he would like to point out that the 
Bill in itself was in no sense limited to 
building agreements. It applied to every 
kind of tenancy, even yearly and six 
monthly ones. It was not even confined 
to towns, for if thes looked at the eighth 
clause they would see that it was pro- 
vided that holdings were houses, shops, 
or other buildings occupied for residential 
and business purposes, and it therefore 
might ce taken to apply, for instance, 
to his own residence in Ireland, which 
certainly could not be said to be in a 
town. In fact, it applied to houses in all 
parts of the country. The hon. Member 
seemed to think that under the existing 
law, if a man granted a lease for ninetv- 
nine vears he could at the end of the 
term take back the property as it then 
stood. But what was the case? He 
had built many houses and he had 
offered to the purchasers two alterna- 
tives, either to buy them out and out, 
in which case the price would be £600, or 
to take a lease for ninety-nine years at 
£400. He haa had cases in which a 
man had come to him and stated that 
he would like to buy the freehold, and 
he had suggested to him that it was 
doubtful if he would be wise in doing so, 
and had urged him to seek the advice of 
his friends as to whether, for his own 
purposes, it would not be better for him 
to lock up £400 instead of £600 of capital. 
If the man came back and said he pre- 
ferred to take a lease for £400, what 
conceivable right could that man be 
said to have at the end of the term of 
ninety-nine years? He had voluntarily 
elected what he would not purchase, and 
that being so, would any hon. Member 
opposite say there would be any wrong 
in the person in whom the freehold was 
vested taking back the land at the end 
of the term together with the house 
built upon it / 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour) said the Bill did not deal with 
cases of that kind. It simply provided 
that if the tenant in the meantime ex- 
pended his own money in improving the 
property he should be entitled to com- 
pensation. 
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[- Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
doubted whether some of the hen. 
Gentleman’s colleagues would assent 
to the view that the original outlay 
of the tenant was fully compensated 
for, and that the Bill was not to affect 
building leases such as he had described. 
The grievance he had always heard 
expressed was not that improvement 
had been made in the course of the 
lease, but that a building had been put 
up at the beginning of the lease, that 
it was still standing, and would be 
confiscated at the end of the lease. 
That was undoubtedly an improvement 
made by the tenant, and the only words 
under which the landlord could escape 
paving compensation were that the 
Court might take into consideration 
“the rent at which such holdings have 
been held, and any benefits the tenant 
may have received.” The length of 
term would not be treated as a benefit 
received under that clause, as the tenant 
would undoubtedly have paid rent in 
excess of the value of the land as agri- 
cultural land. The spirit, if not the 
words, of the Bill was that compensation 
should be paid at the end of the lease. 
But even if it were assumed that the 
original outlay of the tenant at the 
commencement of the lease was not 
to be compensated for, there were cases 
in which tenants, for their own purposes, 
during the currency of the lease, materi- 
ally enlarged the premises. It did not 
at all follow that from the landlord’s 


point of view those additions would be | 


of the slightest value. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON: Then the 
tenant would get no compensation under 
the Bill. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said | 
that was not the effect of the Bill at all. | 


The test of the liability of the landlord 
to pay compensation was whether or 
not the land had a higher letting value. 
The premises if left standing might 
have a higher value by reason of the 
additions, but the earlier porticns of 
the building might be in such a condi- 
tion that the landlord desired to pull 
the whole of them down. That was 
a very common occurrence. London 
was practically rebuilt every hundred 
years. The character of the neighbour- 


hood might have altered, or it might be 
desirable to turn a residential quarter 
into a manufacturing quarter or a rich 
district into a poorer district, with 
smaller houses, or to put up big blocks 
of buildings, and consequently the land- 
lord would desire to pull down the 
existing buildings, not because they 
were rotten, but because circumstances 
required it. That was constantly occur- 
ring in London. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY = (Limerick, 
W.): How does that apply to Ireland. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
that Dublin was in exactly the same 
position as London in that respect, 
and similar occurrences on a smaller 
scale happened in the country towns. 
Ii the tenant made <he alterations 
without the consent of the landlord, 
what right had he to compensation ? 
He could understand it if the Bill were 
limited, not to the letting value, but 
to the actual benefit derived by the 
|landlord, but that was not the case. 
| The additions were made perfectly volun- 
tarily, and without any intention of ever 
getting compensation. In nine cases out 
| of ten the property had been sold since 
ithe alterations were made, and the man 
| now in possession could not suggest that he 
had paid anything to entitle him to com- 
| pensation at the end of the lease. Leases 
| deteriorated in value as the term went on, 
| until during the last few years they were 
worth practically nothing. That seemed 
| to prove that the tenant who in the 
past had made additions to the property 
had no equitable right of any sort to 
‘come upon the landlord for compensation. 





| Turning to the clauses in detail, the 
| Bill would come into operation mainly 
on the determination of a_ tenancy, 
and in some iespects it would appear 
to give fixity of tenure. This clause 
rather intended that at the end of the 
tenancy the tenant should have the 
right to sell a tenancy, and at the end 
of ninety-nine years he wanted per- 
mission to sell. Tf the landlord said 
“You may sell,” he would be selling 
something which was approaching fixity 
vf tenure. Therefore this Bill did bring 
in something like fixity of tenure. But 
in addition to compensation, as a neces- 
sary corollary to it, they had got fixity 
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of tenure, otherwise when the rents 
expired there would be an end to the 
whole transaction. Although he had 
been referring to ninety-nine years leases 
only, this clause would, as a matter of 
fact, apply to any tenancy, however 
short. ‘That would cause enormous 
trouble in Ireland. True there were 
large holdings, but there were a large 
number of small holdings. In Dublin 
there might be large areas from which 
some landlord drew an income mostly 
from £33 rents, but they had to eliminate 
the large ground landlord, and having 
done this he thought they would find 
that the holders were comparatively 
small people. So that this was not a 
zase of the rich and the poor. The Bill 
lid not apply to business premises alone, 
but it applied distinctly to residential 
premises. Nobody ever contended that 
a man had in his residence the same 
interest as a man in his business premises 
or as a farmer in his farm. If a farmer 
was turned out he could not readily 
get another farm in Ireland because 
there were very few left, and he could 
not remove to another farm without in- 
curring some loss; but in almost all 
these small towns and villages there 
were other houses to be had very easily. 
Again, a man had not the same interest 
in a dwelling house in the town as in 
the country if there was a farm attached. 
This question could not be treated as 
applying to ninety-nine years lease- 
holders only, for it applied to small 
people who had bought three or four 
houses, and they would be liable to have 
to pay money to tenants on their going 
out. The only people who would benefit 
by this Bill would be the moderately 
well off. This measure would relieve 
those who were fairly well off, who had 
chosen to expend their money on pro- 
perty which they knew they had only a 
temporary right to, and it would give 
them something which they never ex- 
pected to get when they laid out their 
money, and which they had no kind of 
right to receive. This Bill, in principle, 
applied just as much to England as to 
Ireland. Feeling strongly that the effect 
of this Bill would be to injure small 
holders, whilst it would benefit big 
leaseholders, and that it would tend to 
raise rents, he had much pleasure in 
seconding the Motion of his hon. friend. 
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Amendment proposed— 


«To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘ upon this 
day six months.’ ’—(Sir John Colomb.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word 
‘ ’ s ” 
now’ stand part of the Question. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he voted 
for a more drastic Bill last session 
and he certainly intended to vote for 
this measure. He had listened to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Hackney 
with something like amazement. What 
was the use of talking about London. 
Let him just think of the state of the 
towns and villages in Ireland. There 
were hundreds of small towns where 
accommodation, either for business or 


residence, was of the most meagre 
character. The landlords would not 
carry out any improvements. The 


tenants dare not carry out these im- 
provements, because if they did their 
outlay would most certainly be confis- 
cated. What was the use, then, of talking 
about the constant changes in London and 
the large towns of England and comparing 
them with the small towns and villages 
in Ireland, which were in a disgraceful 
condition. The fact was that the land- 
lords would do nothing and the tenants 
could not do anything because their 
expenditure would be confiscated. 


The hon. and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth talked a great deal about the 
foundation of everything being the secur- 
ity of property, and he quite agreed with 
that statement. Where he found fault 
with the hon. and gallant Member was 
that he never seemed to get into his head 
that anybody else but the landlords had 
any property in the country. He agreed 
that security of property lay at the basis 
of good government in any country, but 
as a matter of fact they were supporting 
this Bill because property was not 
secure in Ireland and because capital 
expended by the tenant was being 
confiscated by the landlord The 
question was as to whom th.s_ pro- 
perty belonged. They were anxious 
that the hon. and gallant Member’s 
clients, whose interests he defended with 
such vigour, should get their own. bit 
they shoald not be allowed t: take wid 
confiscate the property of other people. 











1099 Town Tenants 


of predatory instincts, and about hon. | upon it. 


(COMMONS} 





(Ireland) Biv’. 


1100 
When the hon. and yailant Member talked | property and spent thousands of pounds 


He built additions to it and 


Gentlemen from Ulster s.tting behind | made permanent improvements. At the 
him being infected with those predatory | end of his lease, what happened under the 
instincts, that was a delightful phrase, | present law was that all these improve- 


and he hoped they would see where their 
comrade was leading them. What else but 


the predatory instincts cf Irish landlords | 


had produced the whole of the land legis- 
lation of Ireland. The main object of Mr. 
Gladstone’s Land Bill of 1870 was not so 
much to settle the land question as to 


restrain the predatory instincts of the hon. | 


and gallant Gentleman’s friends in Ireland, 
the Irish landlords, who, nevertheles, 
managed to drive a coach and four 
through that Act and went on with their 
predatory instincts until they were over- 
taken by subsequent legislation. 
tenants’ property had to be assessed, 
defined, and made clear by this House 


before the Purchase Acts could be 
brought into cperation. People who 


talked about the predatory instincts of 
Irish tenants should remember who it 
was and by whose action such legislation 
had been rendered necessary. 

It was said that the Bill laid no onus 
upon anybody to prove the improvements. 
The hon. and gallant Member knew a good 
deal about the South but very little abcut 
the North cf ireland, or he would know 
that, whatever else was certain in the 
North, under the Ulster custom the im- 
provements belonged to the tenant until 
the landlord proved that they belonged to 
him. So far as Ulster was concerned 
th t was the law and it was a very proper 
law. It was only just, because everybody 
knew that landlords in Ireland did not 
make improvements unless under ex- 
ceptional circumstances, and never made 
them unless they raised the rent. The 
right hon. and gallant Member for Yar- 
mouth said that this Bill would hit 
small men, the men who had saved and 
scraped money together—and there were 
a great many such in Ireland—and put 
it into house property. Did the 
hon. and gallant Member think that 
the Bill proposed to take property 
from these men? How could they be 
hit ¢ This was not a Bill to take any- 
body’s property. It was a Bill to prevent 
men taking the property of other people. 
Let them take the case of a business man 
who had a ninety-nine years lease. In 
the course of his business he improved his 

Mr. T. W. Russell, 


The | 


ments went to the landlord, and not only 
that, but he could not claim the business 
he had built up as his own. He could be 
evicted at the end of his lease and his 
property could be given to another, and 
then, forsooth, the right hon. and gallant 
Member and his friends came to this 
House and talked about the predatory 
instincts of the people. ‘The false 


/economy that the right hon. and gallant 


Gentleman talked about was embodied 
in all these Irish Land Acts. 


The right hon. and gallant Member was 


right when he said the principle of this Bill 
_ should beapplied to English tenants as well. 


This Bill only touched the fringe of a great 
question. It was thundering at our gates 
now, and another Parliament would not 
close without effective legislation taking 
place on it. Let them look at the con- 
dition of the small towns in Ireland and 
the inability of the tenants to carry out 
improvements which were necessary, 
often for decency, and certainly necessary 
for carrying on business. This Bill was to 
protect these people. It was to enable 
a man to say to the landlord at the end 
of his lease, “I have spent so much here, it 
is not yours, it is mine. I do not want to 
take a farthing that belongs to you. I 
want rational and fair compensation for 
what I have done, and of which you will 
get the benefit when you re-let the pre- 
mises.” That was not robbery. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Why confine the Bill to Ireland ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Although my 
name is not on the back of the Bill, and 
I am supporting a measure for which I 
have no responsibility, I will tell the right 
hon. Gentleman why it is confined to 
Ireland. We have an interest in Ireland 
that we have not in England or Scotland. 
We have a small number of Members in 
this House compared with the great 
majority of English and Scotch Members, 
and it would be almost an impertinence 
if the Irish Members were to introduce 
a Bill dealing with the whole of the 
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United Kingdom on this question, Con- 
tinuing, the hon. Members aid it might 
console the right hon. Gentleman to know 
that there was a Bill of a similar character 
for England before the House of Commons 
now. At all events they confined them- 
selves to Ireland. He had heard the 
tight hon. Gentleman ask that Question 
about Bills before. He was very fond of 
asking that the Irish Land Bills should 
be applied to England. They worked for 
the Irish Land Bill because they sought 
legislation for the country they knew, and 
they left the country they did not know 
to legislate for itself. They would be 
idmirably satisfied if they could secure 
this Bill for Ireland. Probably, tf they 
arried it for [reland the English people 
vould wake up to find they had got some 
nterest in questions of this kind. But, 
it all events, this Bill was not only limited 
nits character, so far as the area to which 
t applied was concerned, but it was a Bill 
vf the greatest moderation. If the Chief 
Secretary would compare the Bill of last 
year with this year’s Bill, he would be 
forced to admit that this was a Bill not 
exhibiting those predatory instincts with 
which the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man opposite sought to frighten them. 
It was a moderate and reasonable Bill. 
It was quite possible that certain clauses 
of the Bill would require to be thrashed 
out in Committee. He submitted that the 
object of the Bill was not to take property 
from the landlord, but to prevent the 
landlord under certain circumstances tak- 
ing other people’s property. And let him 
point this out. The Irish representatives 
were at the House of Commons to-day 
one hundred strong—and there were two 
Members from Trinity College but he 
might be excused if he did not count them 
as lish representatives at all—and he 
knew the South and midlands would be 
solid on this matter. He told the Mem- 
ber from Ulster who opposed this Bill 
or who seuttled from it and walked out 
that he would court disaster in Ulster 
They had made up their minds in Ulster, 
and just as they fought to protect tenants’ 
improvements on the land they would 
fight also to protect them in the town 
holdings They had got the same equities 
at their back and, although this Bill might 
be delaved by English Members as Irish 
Bills had been delayed in the past, the 
end was perfectly certain, and those 
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predatory instincts of which the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke would be effectively 
restrained and controlled. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
said that in listening to the moderate 
speeches of the mover and seconder of the 
Motion for the Second Reading of the Bill 
he could not help wishing that hon. 
Members opposite more often devoted 
themselves to sensible proposals ot this 
kind instead of indulging in violent 
language and idle dreams about Home 
Rule. He quite agreed that the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, who had now 
joined his Nationalist colleagues, did not 
take that view. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Will the hon. 
Member allow me to say once and for all 
that he was elected on a platform far 
more Radical than any I ever professed ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I was elected 
on a platform I have faithfully kept, 
and [ think the hon. Member will find 
the verdict of our constituencies to be 
in opposite Continuing, the 
hon. Member said he would leave these 
differences aside at present. There was 
no doubt, at all events, that this Bill dealt 
with what all who tepresented Irish 
constituencies felt to be a real grievance. 
He thought the objection to the Bill was 
largely due to an entire misconception 
of the difference of town tenancy in Tve- 
land from that in England and Scotland. 
In Ireland the tenant had to carry out 
and pay for all the improvements made, 
and it was a very hard thing, if he wasa 
man of special enterprise and business 
intelligence, that he should be punished 
for that enterprise instead of rewarded 
when his lease came to an end. The 
hon. Member for Hackney had referred 
to this Bill as one which would introduce 
a certain fixity of tenure. That was a 
matter not directly touched upon or 
intended by the authors of the Bill, but 
he could not help saying that there were 
conditions under the system of yearly 
leases which did a great deal to check 
business enterprise. It was quite true 
that landlords were often just and 
generous men, but they were very often 
just the reverse. They had the power of 
restricting enterprise which it was the 
business of the Irish representatives to 
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try to develop. The Scotch system of a 
perpetual lease and a feu duty was far 
better than the system of short leases in 
Ireland and England. It gave a sense of 
independence and security, and it en- 
couraged enterprise and business activity. 
He had sincerely endeavoured to keep 
the pledges to which the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone had referred, because he 
had advocated his principles openly on 
the platform and had always voted for 
them in the House. He had pleasure in 
once more supporting them. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that up to 
a certain point the debate had presented 
several familiar features, but he hoped 
that the similarity would end there, and 
that more satisfactory results would 
await the eiforts of the Irish Members 
than on previous occasions. When the 
Bill was last before the House it was 
supported by the entire Irish representa- 
tion with the exception of the official 
voice. He hoped that that would not 
be the case on the present occasion. 
A new development had been given to 
the doctrine of Unionism by the speeches 
which had beei delivered by two hon. 


Gentlemen representing English con- 
stituencies. One of the arguments 


against Home Rule was that this House 
could legislate for Ireland better than 
an Irish Parliament; but here was a 
measure called for by the united voice 
of Ireland, which was acknowledged to 
be necessary, and yet was not to be 
applied to Ireland because it would not 
be suitable to certain towns in England. 
As regarded the hon. Members for 
Yarmouth and South Hackney, for whom 
the hands on the dial of time never went 
forward, they represented not only 
English constituencies, but also Irish 
landlordism in its most reactionary 
form. These hon. Gentlemen appeared 
to overlook the fact that a Select Com- 
mittee on Town Tenants Holdings sat 
for three years, 1887-8-9. and heard 
evidence from England, Wales, and 
Treland. That Committee reported that 
they thought the case for the alteration 
of the law in order to secure compensa- 
tion to a tenant for improvements was 
stronger as regarded Ireland than as 
regarded England owing to the prevailing 
system of short leases. The Bill proposed 
that the law should be altered so as to 
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give lessees and tenants of business 
premises a right to compensation for the 
improvements they had effected. The 
Bill of last year was opposed because it 
was too wide and too far-reaching and 
contained certain drastic provisions. All 
those had been eliminated from the 
present Bill which was a modest and a 


“moderate measure. Yet it was opposed 


by hon. Gentlemen who, politically speak- 
ing, had no connection with Ireland in the 
same wholesale fashion as they opposed 
the previous Bill. Any measure con- 
taining even the smallest modicum of 
justice to Treland would be opposed 
by these Gentlemen ; but he hoped the 
Government would not follow in their 
wake. 


The hon. and learned Member for 
South Hackney fell into a curious con- 
fusion of ideas. He seemed to think that 
there was a comparison between Mayfair 
and Mallow, and Belgravia and Bally- 
dehob or Ballyhooley. The hon. Member 
argued that because certain provisions 
in the Bill would not suit Mayfair that 
therefore justice should not be done to 
Mallow, and that because it did not 
suit Belgravia it should be applied to 
Ballydehob or Ballyhooley. Was _ there 
anything more sad than to see a large 
number of houses in a state of decay 
because if they were improved the 
value of the improvements would at the 
expiration of the lease be confiscated. 
Surely there were rights in property other 
than the rights of landlords. They 
were all agreed as regarded the security 
of property ; but should not the occupier, 
the industrial trader, and the cultivator of 
the land be also protected. Many of the 
arguments of the hon. Gentlemen were 
more suitable to the Committee stage, 


and it was obviously impossible to 
follow them through their labyrin- 


thine arguments; but if the Bill were 
sent to a Committee they would be met. 
The broad principle, however, on which 
the Bill was based was protection for 
tenants. All classes in Ireland were 
unanimous in their desire to develop 
trade and industry, but would factories 
be built and industries started under such 
conditions as obtained at the present 
time ? In one instance he knew of a 
great industry that had been built up and 
workmen’s cottages had been erected 
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round the factory on forty years leases, 
at the end of which time the lord of the 
soil might come down and scatter the 
workmen and take possession of their 
holdings and all their improvements, and 
of the factory, which he could either close 
and destroy or else by insisting upon an 
extra and heavy profit rental so paralyse 
that industry as to make it unprofitable. 
Under the present law no security 
existed for property, and it was for that 
eason that this Bill was introduced. 
he Irish Party had striven, and not 
vithout some success, to improve the 
yosition of the agricultural community 
~ Ireland; by this Bill they were 
ttempting to do something for those 
vho lived in the town. When 
he House recognised, as it must, that 
ll sections of the people in Ireland, 
vhatever their politics or religion might 
e, were unanimously in favour of a 
measure of this kind it was unjust and 
hnfair that the views of a few English 








Members who 
nterest in Ireland should prevail against 
he voice of that country. 


Me. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.) thought it would be 
unwise at this stage of the Bill for 


anvone to deal with the details, which 


might. well be left to a Committee. 
In his opinion, however, the Bill 
erred on the side of moderation. In 


Ireland there was a very strong feeling 
that something should be done ‘n this 
matter, which was quite as much a 
burning question so far as the towns- 
people were concerned as ever the land 


question had been in the country. He | 


hoped the Government would see their 
way to do something to recognise 
the claims and the merits of this Bill, 
and that the Chief Secretary would 
give a favourable reply to the demands 
made in so reasonable a way by the 
Irish Members, because there was a very 
great need of reform in this matter. So 
far as he was concerned he did not con- 
sider the Bill went far enough. Al- 
though the first clause recognised the 
paramount necessity for the tenant being 
reeompensed for improvements in other 
respects, the Bill did not go to the real 
root of the grievance in respect to house 
property. Why should the builder of a 


house be compelled at the expiry of the | 
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lease to give up his entire property. 
It was said by the hon. Member for 
Hackney that the tenants took these 
leases with their eyes open. That might 
be perfectly true, but the reason was 
obvious. The landlords would not give 
any others, and tenants were compelled to 
take these very short and imperfect 
leases because in the majority of cases 
they could not obtain long ones. If 
the ground landlords insisted upon giv- 
ing these short leases it was unjust and 
unfair not to compensate the tenants 
for their improvements when the leases 
expired and the property returned to the 
landlords, who had done nothing to bring 
these improvements about. Why should 
a greedy and rapacious landlord be 
allowed to take a property built by 
another person and which he himself had 
not placed one stone upon another to 
obtain? $This was one of the bases of 
reform which must be relied upon if there 


_was to be satisfactory legislation dealing 
had neither concern nor | 


with house property in Ireland. He 
regretted extremely that it did not 
appear in the Bill; that was one of the 
defects in the measure, but he had no 
doubt that it would be remedied in 
Committee. He had pleasure in sup- 
porting the Bill. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
he felt compelled not only to support 
this Bill by his vote, but to speak in 
its favour and to try and_ induce 
other Members if possible to go into the 


lobby in support of it also. It was 
supported by every Member of the 
House representing an Irish constitu- 


ency, except the official Members, and 
he believed if the Attorney-General 
for Ireland were in a position of greater 
freedom and responsibility he 
also would support it. The only two 
dissentient voices had come from Gentle- 
men not Irish themselves or representing 
Irish constituencies. 


less 


*Str JOHN COLOMB: 
pardon, I am Irish. 


1 beg your 


Mr. HEMPHILL apologised to the 
hon. and gallant Baronet, but said he 
had always understood he hailed from 
the northern part of the United King- 
dom. Although he was, he believed, 
born in Dublin, he believed it was once 
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said that a man was not a horse because 
he was born in a stable. 


Mr. PATRICK O°BRIEN: He might 


be a donkey. 


Mr. HEMPHILL said it was an un- 
doubted fact that the tenants’ holdings 
in Ireland were dwindling, and had been 
dwindling during the whole of the last 
century, and it was time some means 
should be devised and something done 
to try and check the downward move- 
ment. He was astonished to hear the 
hon. and gallant Member vindicate 
his opposition to this Bill on the ground 
of equity and of security of property, 
seeing that those were the grounds upon 


which the Bill was supported. The 
law of landlord and tenant in Ireland 


was against the first principles of justice. 
It was a fragment of the old feudal 
system, according to which none but the 
lords of the soil had any right to par- 
ticipate in the profits therefrom. The 
old maxim of feudalism was cujus est 
solum ejus est usque ad coedum. Which 
meant that whoever was the owner of 
the soil owned anything from the sur- 
face up to heaven, and anything from the 
surface downwards, though a_ tenant 
spent hundreds and thousands of pounds 
in improving a holding, made additions 
to his business premises to bring them 
up to date, and spent considerable 
amounts in adapting modern appliances 
in otder to make the place habitable. 
All that was lost when he left, and 
all the money which he had expended 
in making those improvements went 
to the landlord. Such a_ principle 
was against the first ideas of natural 
justice. The Bill before the House 
sought to alter that. With respect to 
the improvements which had been made, 
he would say that where a tenant made im- 
provements, if at the expiration of his 
tenancy he had to leave, then the 
value of those improvements, to the 
extent to which they had enhanced the 
value of the house or premises, should not 
go into the landlord’s pocket, but into the 
pocket of the man who was responsible 
for those improvements. It was a 
notorious fact that in parts of 
Dublin property had been improved by 
ienants ata very considerable expense, and 
yet by the law of the land no allowance 


Mr. Hemphill. 
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was made for those improvements, 
The same might be said of business [ 
premises where a man had added to his 
premises. All those additions went, 
under the common law, to the landlord. 
and must do so unless some such Bill 
as this became law. He therefore ap- 
pealed to every fair-minded man to 
support the Second Reading of this Bill. 



















Then so far as security of property was 
concerned, this Bill secured property to | 
the man who was the real owner of the & 
property. He did not propose to criticise J 
the details of the Bill, which could bef 
verv well left to the Committee stage. § 
The measure was well drawn, and al-§ 
though it might require some correction @ 
and might be improved in Committe ™ 
the broad principle was perfectly com.) 
prehensive and required no criticism 
Before sitting down he would just cal 
attention to the fact that there wi: 
no reciprocity in the relations between# 
landlords and tenants. A landloid @ 
at the end of a lease, might sue hish 
tenant for dilapidations and disrepair, 
and enforce his claim often by ruinous? 
litigation. But the existing law allowed 
no set-off to the tenant for additions or 
improvements made to the landlord’s 
property. The landlord got everythiog, 
and the tenant had no satisfaction. It 
had always struck him as a most unjust 
anomaly of the law. He urged the Chief 
Secretary to bear in mind the serious 
consequences that might result from 
checking the almost unanimous desire of 
the inhabitants of the Irish towns and 
villages for the passing of some such 
measure as this. He trusted the House 
would not criticise, in minute details, the 
sections of the Bill, but would affirm the 
principle that they who sowed should 
reap, that the men who spent money In 
improvements should get the benefit of 
those improvements. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.) 
said that the Member for Hackney had 
pronounced views upon the subject which 
it would be extremely entertaining to 
hear him advocate in his own constitu- 
ency. The fact was that the landlords’ 
interests were quite sufficiently protected | 
under the Bill, the principle embodied in 
which was that if a business man took a 
house and by his industry built up in 
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connection with it trade which required 
that he should make structural altera- 
tions, he should not lose the fruits of his 
industry and his applied intelligenc. 
The case of Kingstown was a very re- 
markable instance of the nature of the 
relations existing between landlords and 
town tenants. There, in that large and 
flourishing municipality, the landlords— 
Lord Longford and Lord De Vesci—had 
spent nothing on the development of th» 
property, and had not behaved in that 
respect In the way which was usual with 
Envlish landlords. Roads had been built 
and the conveniences of modern life had 
been provided by the town itself—by the 
ratepayers. The tenants had originally 
very poor and unsubsta tial buildings 
in which to carry on their voca- 
tions; but Kingstown developed from 
the condition of a very small village 
into a flourishing place, in fact the 
wealthiest place of its kind in the 
whole of Ireland, not by any effort or 
outlay that had been made by the 
landlords, but solely as the result of the 
energy and intelligence of the people. 
The shopkeepers, in order to keep pace 
with general progress, had been impelled 
to improve, and had improved. What 
happened then? Some leases fell in, 
others were yet to fallin. When a lease 
terminated, and the tenant went for a 
renewal, he was met by the agent with, 
* Yes, of course ; but vou will be charged 
from 100 to 200 per cent. more than your 
present rent.” That was because the 
premises were worth more—had_ been 
made worth more, in fact, by the tenant. 
Then, in cases where a new lease was 
granted, the tenant had to rebuild. 
That, of course, could not in most cases 
be fairly objected to, but see what 
happened when the plans were pro- 
duced. Plans were designed to suit the 
requirements of the business. The de- 
cision of the agent was---“‘ Oh. we 
) not care about your plans or the 
requirements of your business; vou 
must fall in with our general views upon 
the subject of the estate.’ What 
the reply to be in a case of that kind ¢ 


Was 


The tenant had created the business 
interest, It was not easy to move out 
and carry the business interest along 
with him, and so the tenant could not 


+ 


to this 


arbitrary 


decline to accede 
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demand. Surely that was a case for 
which there should be some remedy. 


*Mr.CHARLESCRAIG (Antrim,S.) said 
he realised, as everyone must, that in vot- 
ing for this measure they were voting for 
what constituted a very serious invasion 
of the rights of property. At the same 
time he was in sympathy with the Bill. 
He was extremely glad to find that the 
introducer of the Bill had confined him- 
self to the question of compensation for 
improvements. He thought it would be 
extremely unwise and unjust on their part 
by any action they might take to-day to 
make this measure retrospective as was 
proposed in the Bill itself. When it 
reached ‘the Committee stage he should 
do his best to have the clause dealing 
with the retrospective action of the Bill 


revised, as also Clause 8, because he 
did not think residential holdings 
should be brought within its scope. 


This was not in any sense of the word 
a working-man’s Bill; it was a Bill 
designed to better the condition of 
the tenants of business premises in 
country towns. and looking at it from 
that point of view he was glad to be able 
to support it. In his opinion it could 
not in any way ameliorate the condition 
of the working man. He felt that the 
conditions in this Bill, if they included 
workmen’s houses and _ residential pro- 
perties of all sorts, would act as a great 
deterrent to capitalists or others who had 
money to spend and intended to spend it 
in building small houses. If there were 
to be innumerable claims for improve- 
ments hanging over one he thought it 
would seriously deter men from spending 
money in that way. What effect would 
such a Bill have on a large town like 
Belfast, where the building of small 
houses was a great industry, employing 
a large number of men and _ acting 
as an outlet to a large number of 
small capitalists? So far as the shop 
keepers in a country town were con- 
cerned the principle contained in this 
Bill was a perfectly sound one and one 
which he hoped the House would affirm. 
He thought that this question of compen- 
sation was one on which all reasonable 
people, whether in Ireland, England, or 
Scotland, had realised that some change 
must be made. He could not see on 
what basis a claim could be made that a 
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man who had spent his own money on im- 
provements should not get the benefit of 
them when his tenancy had run out. It 
was a general principle that one man 
should not reap the benefit of money ex- 
pended by another man, especially when 
the improvements increased the value of 
the freehold. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone had uttered certain threats 
against the Ulster Members should they 
vote against this Bill. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Not threats. 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said all he 
could say was that neither threats nor 
warnings from the hon. Member would 
ever have the slightest effect on any- 
thing he might say or do in the House. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Oh, you are 
safe with the Belfast freeholders. 


*Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said he was 
glad to hear that assurance from the 
hon. Member. The hon. Member had 
on more than one occasion given them 
advice or threats as to the course they 
should pursue in regard to measures 
before the House, and he reyeated that 
such threats or advice would not alter the 
views or actions of any of the Ulster 
Members in the slightest degree. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY J said — he 
regarded this Bill as a very moderate 
and just measure, and he would 
give it—not the half-hearted support 
rendered by the last speaker—but most 
hearty support because he felt that 
nothing could be fairer than that when 
a town tenant spent his money and 
employed labour on improving his house, 
or devoted his time and ability to mak- 
ing a business of it, he should, when 
quitting, be compensated for these im- 
provements when they added to the 
letting value of the premises. He was 
sure that if that became the law it would 
be a great inducement to people in 
towns to make improvements which 
under present circumstances they would 
not contemplate. Why, they naturally 
asked, should they spend their money in 
improving their holdings when on the 
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expiration of the tenancy the landlord 
could put them out without any com- 
pensation at all—when, in other words, he 
could confiscate their improvements ? 
The sole effect of the present state of the 
law was to bar industrial progress, 
Tenants who had disregarded the law had 
found out to their cost that it was 
neither a wise nor a profitable thing to 
do. Take the case of Kingstown ; that 
was only an illustration of what was 
going on all over Treland. Great in- 
justice was done to the shopkeeper 
who, after he had made his business 
valuable, was turned out of his house 
at the end of his tenancy without any 
compensation, and often could find no 
suitable premises near to which he could 
remove. The Town Tenants Bill of last 
vear was wider in its scope than the 
present measure, because it not only 
provided compensation for improvements. 
but also for the fixing of fair rents, and 
it also embodied the principle of purchase. 
All the Irish Members present, with the 
exception of the Law Officers of the Crown, 
voted in favour of that Bill, but 
thev were defeated in a House of 361 
Members by thirtv-seven votes, and he 
submitted it was not fair that hon. 
Gentlemen representing British con- 
stituencies, who probably had not heard 
a word of the debate, should at the call 
of the Party Whip flout Irish opinion. 
The voice of the Irish nation thus unani- 
mously expressed should have received 
greater consideration, and nothing could 
be more exasperating to the trish Mem- 
bers than that an important measure of 
that nature, so vital to the interests of 
Ireland, should be defeated by those 
who had not listened to the debate and, 
therefore, were not dealing with the ques- 
tion on its merits. Town tenants werea 
most deserving class of the community. 
They required this protection against 
covetous landlords, who were ever ready 
to swoop down upon them and _ take 
away from them the fruitsof many vears 
of toil and industry. ‘It was to prevent 
that that this Bill had been introduced. 
He hoped that the Irish Secretary would 
not take up a non possumus attitude, 
and that even if he could not give the Bill 
his support he would refrain from making 
it a Government question, and allow his 
supporters to vote as they% thought 
just. 
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Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Water Lone, Bristol 8.) : 
I congratulate myself very heartily on 
the fact that the first occasion on which 
[ have been called upon to take part in a 
debate onan Irish Bill has been so distin- 
guished by its business-like and practical 
character. I think we are indebted to 
the mover and seconder of the Bill for 
the brevity of their speeches. They set 
an admirable example, thus adopting a 
principle laid down by my hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Essex, 
which I hope may be followed in other 
debates. The speech of the hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division has revealed 
to me, though, that there are fresh terrors 
for an Irish Chief Secretary even in addi- 
tion to those I have already had to en- 
counter, for it seems that, in addition to 
having to answer interrogations on every 
conceivable subject, it is also possible 
that the Chief Secretary may from time 
to time be called on to undergo a careful 
examination in the classics. 

Appeals of a twofold character have been 
made to me in connection with the Bill 
before the House, the first being that I will 
approach the question from a practical 
point of view and not by way of a narrow 
interpretation of the clauses of the Bill. 
What little I have to say to the House will 
not be directed to any close examination 
of particular clauses, for | admit that what 
we have to chiefly concern ourselves with 
on this Second Reading stage is the 
general principle of the Bill. I also 
admit that the claim made by the mover 
of the Second Beading that the Bill is a 
very different one from that of last vear 
has every foundation in fact. It differs 
in two respects—it 1s different because it 
is in itself more moderate in regard even 
to the particular subject of compensation 
for improvements in town holdings, and 
also because it omits various other clauses 
which were included in last year’s Bill. 
I, therefore, accept the position that we 
have to deal with a Bill far more moderate 
than that which was rejected last vear. 


A second appeal has been made to the 
effect that I should have regard to the 


remarkable unanimity of opinion among : 


the Irish representatives and should not 
oppose any obstacle to the passing of the 
Bill in face of that condition of things. 
That would be an argument very difficult 
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to answer if it had been shown that this 
Bill is demanded by a condition of things 
in Ireland which is not to be found in the 
rest of the country or that the principles 
involved would not be applicable to 
other parts of the country. The majority 
of the arguments that have been addressed 
to the House have been used in order to 
show how great is the hardship upon the 
tenant who, when his lease expires, 
realises that he has out of his own pocket 
made valuable improvements to the pro- 
perty suitable for the purposes for which 
the property was intended, and that he 
is called on to surrender to the landlord 
the whole value of those improvements. 
Yes, but that argument must find a 
hearty response in the breasts of many 
of us in this House who are in precisely 
the same position. I, for instance, am 
the owner of a leasehold house in London, 
and have effected many improvements in 
it, but those improvements will—unless 
the law is altered in the meantime—pass 
from me to the landlord, without com- 
pensation to me, when the lease runs out. 
Therefore [ say it is impossible, however 
anxious we may be to pay regard to unani- 
mity of opinion in Ireland, to treat 
this question as if it affected Ireland only 
—as 1f the condition of things in Ireland 
differed from those existing in other 
parts of the United Kingdom, or as if, 
when the principle of compensation 
vas once admitted in Ireland, a demand 
for its extension to other parts of the 
United Kingdom could be refused. 
On the Government, in such a matter, is a 
responsibility quite different from that 
which falls upon private Members, for not 
only must they be satisfied that the 
principle of a Bill is sound, and that its 
adoption by the Legislature will be just to 
the recipients, and benefit them without 
injustice to others, but they must also be 
satisfied that the method by which it is 
intended to apply the principle is work- 
able, and will not effect injustice to others. 
They must also be convinced that the 
workable. But while I 
cannot accept the unanimity of the 
Nationalist Members as a _ complete 
reason for giving support to this Bull, I 
ask the House to believe that my criti- 
cism will be made in no captious spirit, 
or with any lack of appreciation of the 
fact that there is in favour of this Bill an 


amount of unanimity of opinion which is 
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seldom to be found in regard to Irish 
questions. 

The central principle of the Bill is 
that compensation should be paid to 
the tenant of a town holding on the 
principle on which, under the Act of 1870, 
compensation was given to the tenant 
of an agricultural holding. But surely 
we have the highest authority against 
this, for when in 1886 a Bill similar to this 
was under the consideration of the 
House, both the right hon. Member for 
Montrose and Mr. Gladstone laid down 
in clear and precise language the funda- 
mental differences between agricultural 
and town holdings in regard to im- 
provements. Both of them opposed, in 
regard to town holdings, the principle of 
compensation, and pointed out with what 
great difficulties its application would be 
met. The definition of the Bill given 
by the hon. Member for South Dublin 
was that when a tenant effected im- 
provements which added to the value of 
his holding, with the consent of the land- 
lord, it would be an injustice if he did not 
receive compensation. But is that not 
far short of what this Bill proposes to do ¢ 
It proposes, undoubtedly, to give certain 
protection to the landlord, but it does 
not follow that,if the landlord were to 
object to the improvements, his objection 
would prevent it from being effected. 


Mr. MOONEY: I was referring to 
Section 1, Clause 3 only. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is quite 
obvious that the whole difficulty centres 
on this question whether you can define 
accurately and with justice to both 
parties what is the improvement effected. 
The principle adopted in the Bill of 1886 
was that a tenant was entitled to com- 
pensation if he had cultivated his land in a 
way which gave it a productive power, and 
left in it a state of fertility that it would 
not otherwise have possessed. In that case 
there was no difficulty in defining the im- 
provement, because it was an improve- 
ment of the land for productive purposes. 
But we are dealing here with a class of 
property the use of which may be, and 
frequently is, varied from time to time, 
and it does not follow that the particular 
use to which a particular tenant puts the 
property of a landlord, and for which he 
expends money, is a use to which the 

Mr. Walter Long. 
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landlord would desire to put it, or that j 
would be a use to which the landlord 
could employ it when the tenant left, 
That seems to be the essential difference 
between the principle underlying the Act 
of 1870 and that sought to be applied 
by this Bill. 


It has been said, I believe with 
absolute truth, by my hon. friends on 
this side of the House that if this 
principle be adopted it will not apply, at 
all events in the great majority of cases, 
to what we understand by the great land- 
lords. In our previous debates we have 
been face to face with the difficulty 
between the great landlords and their 
tenants, but all these arguments are 
inapplicable to the present case, because 
with the exception of these towns which 
are connected with the’ great demesnes 
I imagine it will not be denied that you 
will find that ownership is as much dis- 
tributed amongst different people as you 
will in any other part of the country. It 
must be remembered that it is a common 
form of investment for the poorer classes 
of the country when they have money to 
invest. Probably one of the reasons 
which has brought it about is that it is 
property which can be seen and kept 
under observation, and is fairly re- 
munerative, because tenants can easily 
be found. If you except those towns 
which form part of great estates, this 
class of property is held by smaller men. 
The House must realise that they are 
going to throw upon these smaller men 
a heavy burden against which it will be 
difficult for them to safeguard themselves 
by fresh contracts, and if they should so 
safeguard themselves, the very benefit 
you seek to confer upon the occupying 
tenant is destroyed by the contract 
which protects the original owner of the 
property. 
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I need not go into such details as 
the complexity which exists as regards 
ownership of land in Ireland. You 
may have one, two, or three owners. 
and you may have different interests In 
the property. All these are practical 
difficulties which make it dangerous for 
the House to accept the principle ot 
legislation of this kind, which if adopted 
in Ireland could not, I believe, by any 
possibility or by any form of justice be 
denied to the rest of the United Kingdom. 
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I do not attach any importance to the 
argument that because the Bill applies 
only to Ireland therefore it should not 
have a Second Reading. Representatives 
of Ireland are much interested in this 
question, and believe that the amend- 
ment of the law proposed in this Bill 
ought to be made; therefore, having 
been fortunate in the ballot, they cannot 
be blamed for endeavouring to deal with 
the question so far as it affects their own 
comntry. What I ask the House to 
remember is that every argument which 
has been used in the course of the debate 


in reference to Ireland applies equally to , 


this country. If they believe this prin- 
ciple to be sound and right as applied to 
the tenants of town holdings, and that 
the law can be so amended without injury 
to small owners or to the work going on 
in connection with the improvement of 
working-class dwellings, or to the develop- 
ment of towns by the clearing away of 
slum areas, the provision of open spaces, 
and the general improvement of the 
conditions under which the working 
classes live, they are by all means en- 
titled to vote for the Second Reading of 
the Bill. Personally, I cannot hold that 
view; I do not think the case has been 
fully established; but, on the other hand, 
it is certainly not my intention to give 
anv directions, even if it were in my 
power to do so,as to the way other 
Members should vote. I am a strong 
believer in the principle that, wherever 
possible, the House of Commons should 
be left to express its opinions without 
any directions from, or control by, the 
Government, and this is essentially a 
case where that principle should be 
applied. I have stated briefly, but I 
hope clearly, the reasons which make it 
impossible for me to vote for the 
measure, but, so far as those Members 
who usually act with me are concerned, 
I fully recognise that the Bill involves 
principles which do not divide Parties 
in the ordinary sense, and therefore 
Members should be asked to express their 
opinions according to the judgment they 
have formed on the facts which have 
been placed before them. I hope the 
House will vote on the question, appre- 
ciating the difficulties and possible risks, 
and also with a full sense of responsibility, 


Inasmuch as an alteration of this kind, . 
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once made, may have very far-reaching 
effects on the general law of the country. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
thanked the Chief Secretary for his 
speech, and especially for the intimation 
that he did not propose to exercise any 
pressure upon his followers as to the 
manner in which they should vote. The 
right hon. Gentleman appeared to have 
only one objection against the Bill. He 
admitted the principle on which the Bill 
was founded to be a just one, viz., that 
if a tenant had made improvements 
which added to the letting value of the 
house he should be compensated for 
them. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, I said the 
principle of compensation was an attrac- 
tive one to leaseholders, but I en- 
deavoured to show that it was extremely 
difficult to apply. 


Mr. CLANCY said he understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to go so far as to 
admit that if certain facts were proved 
the inference would follow that the Bill 
was required in point of justice. If the 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that under 
certain circumstances it was just that a 
man who spent his money on improve- 
ments should be compensated at the 
expiration, of his tenancy, the case for 
the Bill was made out. The only other 
reason for voting against the Bill was 
one of the weakest ever put forward, but 
at the same time it was one with which 
Irish Members were very familiar, viz., 
that the principle was capable of being 
extended to England, and, therefore, 
although just in its application to Ireland, 
it should not be allowed to pass because 
it might be unjustly applied in England. 
That was surely another argument in 
favour of Home Rule. The Irish people 
were to be denied just and beneficial! 
legislation because, this being a united 
Parliament, the principle must be 
extended to England. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I really did 
not use that argument. What I said was 
that in my opinion no arguments had 
been used to distinguish the case of 
Treland from that of Great Britain, that 
the case as put applied equally all over 
the United Kingdom, and that unless you 
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could justify the principle which I ven- 
tured ,to criticise you could not justify 
the demand for one part of the country 
alone. 


Mr. CLANCY understood the right 
hon. Gentleman to say the circumstances 
of the two countries were not the same. 
But whether they were the same or not, 
if the principle was just in regard to 
Ireland why should it not be applied ? 
If the circumstances were the same, 
apparently the principle ought also to be 
applied to England, but Irish represen- 
tatives, of course, were not concerned 
with that. After the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman there was really nothing 
to answer; the only thing left to do was 
to take the division, and, on the principles 
laid down by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, if the facts in Ireland were as 
had been stated without contradiction in 
the course of the debate, the bulk of the 
supporters of the Government would be 
bound to support the Bill. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) agreed that if Ireland 
had a grievance for which a just remedy 
was proposed the fact that a similar 
grievance existed in England was no 
argument against the remedy being 
applied in Ireland. The whole question 
turned on whether or not the remedy 
proposed was a just one, and he sub- 
mitted that in this case it was most un- 
just. The principle which underlay 
this Bill was practically the beginning of 
the Irish land agitation. Certain con- 
cessions were made to the tenants by the 
landlords, and then further concessions 
were demanded, and he believed that if 
the concessions demanded by this Bill 
were granted further concessions would 
be demanded in the course of a few years, 
with the inevitable result that sooner or 
later they would be in the same position 
with regard to town holdings as they had 
been with regard to agricultural holdings 
in Ireland. The British taxpayer was a 
long-suffering person, but he was not 
anxious to have to provide large sums of 
money for the purpose of enabling town 
tenants to purchase their holdings as he 
had recently done in the case of agri- 
cultural tenants. He should have 
thought the House had had enough cf 


these contraventions of the principles of 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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political economy. The only way of 
successfully carrying on the enterprise ofa 
country was to leave people to make their 
bargains between themselves without 
State interference. The case was put 
very simply by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose in 1886, and 
the statements then made, to which hon. 
Members had already referred, were 
sufficient to justify the House in voting 
against this Bill. Clause 1 would enable 
a tenant to claim compensation for im- 
provements made by his predecessor in 
Such a proposal, he thought, was 
absolutely unjustifiable. The only con- 
ceivable contention in its favour was that 
the mere fact of hiring a house gave the 
tenant a right to the unearned increment 
of any rise in value which might take 
place. Such a doctrine could not be 
justified, and if carried eut to its fullest 
extent would lead to serious consequences. 
Moreover, people would differ as to the 
value of an improvement. In an agii- 
cultural holding, an improvement was 
made for the purpose of increasing the 
productiveness of the soil, and anything 
which did that was a benefit to the held- 
ing. But in regard to a house in a town, 
improvements which suited the tenant 
who made them might actually cause a 
deterioration in value when the time for 
reletting came. He instanced the case 
of a friend of his who spent £25,000 in 
improvements on a house for which he 
gave £10,000, and the property had since 
been sold for £8,000. In such a case as 
that under this Bill the landlord might 
have been called upon to pay compensa- 
tion for that £25,000 which had been 
actually lost. [‘ No.”] Whv not ! 
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Mr. HEMPHILL: There would have 
been no actual improvement in the letting 
value. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY asked 
how that was to be ascertained. ‘The 
proposed reference to a Court would 
introduce all the evils of the Irish Land 
Court. Another result of the Bill would 
be to prevent all the improvements in 
towns and villages, because a landlord 
would not be able to see his way to pull 
down property on the expiration of a 
lease, in consequence of having to pay 
compensation for improvements pre- 
viously effected, the value of which would 
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Tbe entirely lost. What was really 
wanted was to encourage capitalists 


to invest money in the building of 
houses. The evils of overcrowding in 
towns would never be remedied if such 
onerous terms were placed upon capital- 
ists who wished to invest their money as 
to render it practically impossible for 
them to receive any adequate return for 
their money, or to be sure that the 
money they had invested would be 
secured to their heirs. Such proposals as 
these often secured support because they 
vere only superficially examined. No 
doubt under this Bill certain people 
vould receive a certain benefit, but the 
oss to the community would more than 
counterbalance the small gain to the 
mmediate tenant. Then the Judge was 
10 be assisted by two assessors remuner- 
ited respectively by the two parties to 
the case. The result of that could only 
ie to lengthen the proceedings and to 
introduce a very objectionable element, 
Personally, if he had to go to arbitration 
se would far rather have one arbitrator 
than two or three, and there would be 
much more likelihood of a reasonable and 
equitable decision. There would also be 
introduced the element of expense which 
had so complicated the proceedings of the 
Trish Land Court. The only people who 
would really benefit under the scheme 
would be the lawyers and the assessors. 
Last vear a somewhat similar Bill was 
defeated by a considerable majority; he 
sincerely hoped a similar fate awaited the 
present measure. The Bill would in- 
troduce the beginning of Socialism, which 
he was afraid was spreading considerably 
in this country, and which he regarded as 
the greatest evil that could possibly befall 
any country. 





_ Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) thought 
it Was incumbent upon Members, when a 
Bill was introduced which they thought 
would be deleterious not only to Ireland 
but in the long run to other parts of the 
United Kingdom, to say what they 
thought with regard to the merits of the 
measure. The present Bill, in his opinion, 
was a bad one. It started under false 
| pretences, inasmuch as, although de- 
scribed as a ‘“‘Town Tenants” Bill, it 
contained nothing about towns or town 





' tenants, but would apply to almost every 
house throughout the country, with the 
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possible exception of agricultural 
holdings. He was informed that about 
350,000 houses would come _ under 


the operation of the Bill, and yet not a: 
word had been said in favour of the 
principle of the measure. It was not dis- 
puted that the tenure of houses in Ireland 
was practically the same as in England 
or Scotland. The agreements were 
arrived at between landlord and tenant, 
who were quite cap ble of looking after 
themselves, and hitherto they had not 
thought fit to introduce any provisions 
with regard to compensation for improve- 
ments. It was now proposed that, instead 
of leaving these things, as they ought to be 
left, to the bargaining of the individuals 
concerned, the State should step in. 
An endless amount of expense would be 
incurred in determining what amount of 
compensation was to be paid for improve- 
ments which the landlord had not sanc- 
tioned and did not desire. Other speakers 
had pointed out how the Act would work 
in particular cases. The tenant might 
come forward with a proposal to spend 
a good deal of money on the property 
and the landlord might think that such 
expenditure would not really improve his 
property and probably would decline to 
give his sanction. Under this Bill, when 
the tenancy expired the landlord would 
have to pay for those so-called improve- 
ments which might have been effected 
wholly and entirely against his will. Any 
arrangement of that kind would be 
extremely inconvenient to the lindlord, 
for it did not follow that it would be 
convenient for him to pay down at 
once a lump sum equal to the capital 
value of the improvements. As the land- 
lord never made his arrangemerts with 
any idea that such a demand was likely 
to be made upon him it would be ex- 
tremely unjust to pass such a clause as 
the one which made such provision. He 
did not know whether hon. Members 
opposite were more fond of litigation 
than he was, but he rather gathered 
from the proposals in this Bill that they 
were, because he could not conceive of 
a measure that would cause more vexa- 
tious legal proceedings between landlord 
and tenant than this Bill. This measure 
was not founded upon natural justice, 
it was throwing an apple of discord 
in Ireland, and would turn out to be a 
fruitful source of litigation and disvute. 
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It was because he thought this Bill would 
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produce a larze amount of bad blood | 


that he hoped the House would reject 


the Second Reading. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Allen. Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bright. Allan He —— 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Surke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell. James 

Cameron. Robert 

Campbell. John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Channing. Francis Allston 
Clancy, Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie. John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan. J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway) 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Klibank, Master of 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick. Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Pield, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres. Lord 

Saldwin. Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Mr. Bond. 


| 89. 


AYES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Grant, Corrie 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood. George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hunt. Rowland 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M'Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 


Richard B. 


NOES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt-Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St John 
Bull, William James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 146; Noes, 
(Division List No. 86.) 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, X.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. Po stig N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roche, John 

tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Slack, John Bamford 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R. ig 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J 
Stevenson, Francis &. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelifie 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr} 


Rose, 


ames 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tillett, Louis John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North} 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wolff, yo sa Wilhelm 


Wood, James 

Toma: Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 


and Cap- 


Thomas Esmonde 
tain Donelan. 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers 


A. FE. 


Bromley 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Finlay, Sir R. B. Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Garfit, William 

(Graham. Henry Robert 

Helder, Augustus 

Horner, Fredk. William 
Howard. J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Eutton, Jolin (Yorks. N.R.) 
pttreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

knowles. Sir Lees 

law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Main (Juestion put, and agreed to. a 


Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
Bill be committed to 


‘That the 
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Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirH. E( Wigt’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Fredrick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 


Committee 
proper body 
character. 
its character 
ought not to 


the Committee. 


‘standing Committee on Law, ete.” —( Mr. 


Patrick O Brien.) 


*Sin JOHN COLOMB objected to this 
being taken, and argued that 


course 


Abraham. William, Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth. John Stirling 
Allen, Chas. P. 

Ambrose. Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherleyv-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
sarry, E. (Cork, S. 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

simold, Sir Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

bright, Allan Heywood 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Canston. Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan. J. 
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Samuel, Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Smith, H.C.(North’ mbTyneside 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H. (Yorks. } 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—NSir 


John Colomb and Mr. 
Herbert Robertson. 
of the House was the 


to discuss a Bill of this 


The Bill was far-reaching in 


and controversial, and iit 
be sent to the Standing 


Question put. 


AYES. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway | 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutiy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Elibank, Master of 
Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


a 


Field, William = | 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharpe 


Richard B. 





Horniman, Frederick John 


The House divided :—Ayes, 148; Noes, 
8). (Division List No. 87.) 


Hunt, Rowland 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Barty 

Law, Hugh, Alex (Donegal, W) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwal!) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington! 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
MKean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh N.)} 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary.N.) 
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O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Russell, W. | Wallace, Robert 

Samuel, fink. L. (Cleveland) | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | Wason, Eugene (Cla kmannan) 
Sheehy, David Wason, John Cath irt( Orkney 


QO’ Dowd, John | Slack, John Bamford White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | Soames. Arthur Wellesley | White, Patrick (Meath, North} 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) | Spear, John Ward | Whiteley, aa i( York, W.R. 
O'Malley, William | Spencer. Rt. Hn.CR (Northants) | W hittaker, Thom: as Palmer 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Stanhope, Hon. Philip James | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Power, Patrick Joseph | Stevenson, Francis S. | Wood, James 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumtries 


Sullivan, Donal Young, Samuel 
Taylor, Theodore, C( Radcliffe) | Yoxall, James Henry 
Tennant, Harold John 


Roche, John Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) | TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Tillett, Louis John Thomas Esmonde and Cap. 
Rose, Charles Day | Trevelyan, Charles Philips | tain Donelan. 
Runciman, Walter | Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 

NOLS. 
Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. ; Duke, Henry Edward Rasch, Sir Frederi ne 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton Reid, James (Greenock 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas tenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Allsopp, Hon. George Fisher, William Hayes Ridley, S. Forde 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Fison, Frederick William Robinson, Brooke 
Balearres, Lord Flower, Sir Ernest Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Baldwin, Alfred Gartfit, William Rutherford, Jobn (Lancashire) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. Graham, Henry Robert Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Horner, Frederick William Shaw-Stewart, Sir H | Renfrew) 
Bingham, Lord Howard, J (Midd.,Tottenham) | Smith, { sade hy’Tynes'd 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil | Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Bond, Edward Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) Stewart, Sir ee \i' Taggart 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W Talbot, Rt Hn J.G(Ox!d Univ.) 
Bowles, Lt.-Col H. F.(Middl’x) | Kimber, Sir Henry Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Knowles, Sir Lees Tuff, Charles 
Bull, William James Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) Vincent, Col SirC. E. Hi Sheftield. 
Butcher, John George Lawson, John Grant(YorksNR > Walrond, Rt.Hn. Sic Wm. H 
Campbell, Rt.HnJ.A(Glasgow) | Legge. Col. Hon. Heneage Welby, Lt-ColA C.E./ Taunton 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. Long, Col Chas. H.(Fvesham) Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
Cavendish, V.C.W(Derbyshire) | Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE(Wigt’n | Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Clive, Captain Percy A. Mildmay, Francis Bingham Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.{ Yorks) 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Dickson, Charles Scott Plummer, Sir Walter R. TELLERS FOR THE NoOES.—Sir 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Powell, Sir Francis Sharp John  Coloimb ids Mr. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | Purvis, Robert Herbert Roberts 


Bill committed to the Standing Com- ; now enjoyed by parish councils (with the 
mittee on Law, etc. consent of the county council) under the 
Act passed ten years ago by his right 
hon. friend the Member for Wolver- 


- Tere i ; > councils, urban 
SMALL HOLDINGS BILI hampton to county council u 
and rural district councils, and borough 
[Seconp ReapinG.] councils. Nobody would dispute that 
‘ ° > oY » x] q ] 1 cs 7 ld 
Order for Second Reading read. the extension of small holdings wou 


‘tend to check rural depopulation; 
*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire. that it would raise the standard of 
E.) said he regretted that he had to agriculture by concentrating more pital 
bring this Bi.l before the House at such | and labour on the la nd, thus increasing 
a late hour of the aiternoon, but he the production of the soil; and that 
would endeavour to state briefly and | it would tend to improve the whole 
clearly the points raised by the Bill. economic and social condition of the 
Substantially the principle of the Bill | ‘country side. No one would dispute 
was to exterd co mpulsory powers to | ‘that substantially the existing machinery 
purchase or hire land for small holdings | had failed in regard to this question. 
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FThis was not a subject for Party recrimina- 
Ttion, It mattered nothing whether the 
Parish Councils Act or the Allotments 
and Small Holdings Act had done most. 
[In any case the figures were absolutely 
yivial. Then there was a convergence 
if opinion that while strong machinery 
vas needed, machinery would be useless 
wless the strongest human motives were 
listed to push that machinery into 
xtion. Those who were familiar with 
jstricts 11 Which small holdings had 
ven successful, as, for example, those 
encerned in fruit and vegetable grow- 
ig and poultry farming, knew that the 
tension of the system might benefit 
vher districts. In certain districts they 
hid exceptional soil and exceptional 
alvantages as to markets, but, it had 
wently been shown that some of the 
yorest soil in Norfolk might be produc- 
ure and profitable when cultivated as 
aall holdings. And Denmark afforded 
striking illustration of what could be 
vcomplished with the poorest of soil 
vaen energy, skill, and combination were 
ought to bear, working out a great 
economic triumph and building up the 
fortunes and character of a whole people. 
It was useless to treat small holdings as 
a theoretical “fad” or to say that this 
was an electioneering and clap-trap pro- 
posal. The lessons to be learned from 
Denmark were that small holdings were 
bound up with scientific organisation, 
that self-help was the, ally of mutual 
help, and that more could be done by 
men then by machinery. He did not 
think we should apply these lessons in 
aspir.t of mere imitation; we had to 
work absolutely in our own way. The 
hon. Member for the Bordesley Division 
had alwavs insisted that we should do 
no good in this country unless we went to 
the foundation, and based our system of 
small holdings on ownership. That pro- 
posal might ultimately become the basis 
of action in this country. The failure of 
the Small Holdings Act of 1892 had been 
due, tirstly, to the absence of compulsory 
powers, and, secondly, to the limitation 
which practically confined the operation 
of the Act to purchase. 

What were the conditions of success ? 
They must give the freest play and 
encouragement to the greatest of all 
human motives, namely, rational self- 
interest; they must give the utmost 











{24 Marcon 1905} 


Holdings Bill. 


variety and elasticity of method ; they 
ought to enlist those agencies which 
most tended to secure economic 
success and to eliminate the causes 
of failure and disappointment. In the 
last case they should rely on effective 
compulsory machinery in order to bring 
the land in the cheapest and most effec- 
tive way within the reach of those who 
could make use of it. He was perfectly 
aware of the dislike in some quarters of 
the principle of compulsion. Let hon. 
Members who objected to compulsion refer 
to the Return ordered on the Motion of 
the hon. Member for Ilkeston of lands 
acquired in various ways during the last 
ten years, and they would see that while 
only 189 acres in all that time had been 
compulsorily hired, 2,364 had been ob- 
tained by agreement. Compulsion was a 
mere bugbear. He looked upon it as an 
accelerator and stimulant of what, if 
men began to think it all out, they 
would do naturally of their own motion 
and in their own interest. The Bill 
now before the House was rather to 
give a real start to the natural forces 
tending to the social good, eliminating 
friction between men, and showing that 
the common interest led to the greatest 
improvements in the working of the land. 

The tendencies of land reform at the 
present time were in the direction of 
municipalisation and of co-operative 
effort. He would use them _ both. 
Of course, compulsion must necessarily be 
vested in local authorities, and it was 
possible that the land obtained com- 
pulsorily could, in many parts of the 


1150 


country, be best managed and con- 
trolled by lecal authorities them- 


selves. But he looked for the widest 
and most useful development through the 
action of co-operative societies, If we 
had throughout this country co-operative 
land societies such as some of those with 
which he was familar in his own part of 
the country—societies which took the 
land from the local authorities, or the 
landowners, with the view to reletting it, 
or reselling it, among the members—it 
seemed to him that we would have the 
most satisfactory procedure of all. Co- 
operative land societies would act as 
buffers between tenants and owners 
and between the local authority and 


the small holders and would be. the 
surest guarantee against loss to the 
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rates, while giving the greatest assur- 
ance to the landowner that the land 
would be carefully guarded from de- 
terioration. The tenants also would 
have greater fixity of tenure and lower 
rents and the whole position would be 
enormously improved, 


In this Bill two novelties were in- 
troduced. It made the local author- 
ity guarantee the condition of the 


land, and it provided that any society 
employing the powers proposed to be 
conferred by the Bill should have the 
power of expelling from a holding any 
member of the society who acted in a way 
to deteriorate and injure the land, This 
measure was not intended to supplant the 
Act of 1892, but rather to supplement it. 
The old machinery was left as it now 
stood. What was added by this Bill was 
compulsory power to all authorities to 
purchase or hire, and power was given in 
cases Where disputes arose of appealing to 
the Board of Agriculture. Under this Bill 
the period of compulsory hiring would be 
increased to forty-two vears, and the 
principle was introduced that a local 
authority hiring land in the first instance 
might have the option of purchasing 
the land at the end of every seven years, 
and further that a tenant who took 
land from a local authority should have 
the option of either buying or hiring 
the land in the first instance, and, under 
certain conditions, of purchasing the land 
hy notice before the end of any term of his 
tenancy. This procedure would minimise 
the cost and the risk in connection with 
the providing of small holdings both to 
the local authority and the individual 
tenant. At the same time power was 
given to the local authority practically 
to terminate any experiment which was 
considered to be unsatisfactory or un- 
desirable. The privilege was given in 
the Bill to co-operative friendly societies, 
where they satisfied the local authority 
as to their status, character, and member- 
ship, to receive first consideration from 
the local authority in the letting or 
selling of land. Subject to the approval 
of the Board of Agriculture, these societies 
would also have special power of borrow- 


ing under the arrangements of the Bill. 


In these wavs clasticity was given all 


Mr, Channing. 
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round, There was opportunity for start. 
ing small holdings at the lowest cost and 
in several different ways. The landlords 
would have security that their land 
would be worked in the best way ang 
protected from deterioration through the 
action of the societies. He had always 
assented to the principle of giving freer 


loans to landowners, and one of the 
clauses of this Bill amended the Im- 
provement of Land Act (1899) by 


further extending the period of repay: 
ment of loans for adapting their land 
for use as small holdings. It might 
be said that he neglected the tenants 
themselves in not providing borrow 
ing powers for them. He looked +o 
the development of co-operative credit 
as the sheet-anchor of success in future. 
just as he looked to tho application of 
the co-operative principle to the working 
of the land to achieve those advantages 
in this country which had been gained 
in Denmark. 


Some most interesting experiments 
had been carried out in Northampton- 
shire. In one case a farm of 100) 
had been bought outright for £16,000, 
and was now being worked on co-opera- 
tive lines. Nearly £1,000 being 
spent in wages, it was earning consider- 
able profits, and the land was being 
worked in the best possible way. In 
the principal town in his constituency 
an admirable society had been at work 
for many years. It took a farm at the 
usual rent, sublet the land at slightly in- 
creased rents to tenants, but at rents 
vastly lower than those at which thev 
could at that time get allotments and 
small holdings. In Lincolnshire and 
Norfolk similar experiments had_ been 
carried ovt, and the advantages were 
He submitted this Bill to 
moderate and_ honest 


acres 


Vas 


manifest. 
the House as a 
attempt to deal frankly and fairly with 
the problem of bringing the land within 
the reach of the people by means of 
adequate machinery. It an 
oppressive Bill. It would give the 
owners the full value of the land at the 
time it was taken. He hoped the House 
would allow the Bill to be read a second 
time and referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, where details which 
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might be open to criticism could be 


dealt with. He begged to move. 


*Vr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland), in seconding the Motion, said 
there were three arguments in favour of 
this measure which he thought it was of 
importance to bring before the House, 
and especially before hon. Members oppo- 
ite, Firstly, that during the twenty 
rears included in the period between 
i881 and 1901, about 1,000,000 people 
bad left the land; that fact was shown 
by the figures given in the census tables 
for those that the 
practicability of small holdings had been 


years; secondly, 
inquired into on many occasions, and 
‘hat the invariable verdict had been in 
favour of the system; there had been 
2 Select Committee of that House in 
i889, the Royal Commission on Agri- 
culture in 1895, and in 1903 a Com- 
mittee of the Central Chamber of Agri- 
culture had reported strongly in favour 
of small holdings as one .of the most 
important cures for rural depopulation ; 
and, thirdly, that the Act of 1892 had 
proved an almost complete f ilure. In 
ten years, out of 32,000,000 acres in 
England and Wales under crops or grass, 
only 700 acres had been obtained for 
small holdings. There were thousands 
of men throughovt the country who 
would be glad to take up small holdings 
if they had the opportunity. 
fore it was incumbent on the Govern- 
ment to take further action along the 
lines of the Act of 1892, and so carry 


out a measure of reform which was as 


There- 


important as any that could demand 


the attention of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


{24 Marcu 1905} 


Holdings Bill. 1154 

THe SECRETARY vo rye LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R.,Thirsk) said the 
Bill now before the House had only been 
circulated that morning. It was a very 
Bill. The 


explanatory of Bill 


Memorandum 
the 


considerable 


the was in 


following terms— 

* The object of this Bill is to increase the 
facilities for the provision of small holdings by 
giving compulsory powers for the acquisition 
of land by hiring as well as ‘purchase, under 
certain all rural and urban 
authorities by enabling local authorities and 
co-operative and other societies and individual 
tenants to hire land with the option of ultimate 
purchase and by extending to local authorities, 
co-operative and other societies, and land- 
owners, easier facilities for borrowing money 
and longer pericds of repayment of loans.” 


conditions, to 


Each of the topics stated in that Memo- 
randum raised points on whi:h several 
hours might be usefully spent, but as 
they only received the Bill that morn- 
ing——- 


Mr. CHANNING: Yesterday. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said it had 
only been circulated that morning, and 
it was impossible, at the close of a 
Friday sitting, adequately to discuss the 
highly contentious and doubtiul provi- 
The Bill affected 


no fewer than four Government Depart- 


sions of the measure. 


ments, namely, the Board of Agriculture, 
the Local Government Board, the Duchy 
The 
Second 


of Lancaster, and the Treasury. 
hon. Members who moved the 
Reading of the Bill had referred to the 
desirability of bringing into play in con- 
nection with the cultivation of the land 
the great human motive of rational 
self-interest. Nobody contended that 
sinall holdings were not a good thing, 
but the motive 
equally in the case of the landiords, and, if 
the letting of the land as small holdings 


referred to operated 








Small 


was the best way of getting most out 
of it, the landowners ought to do it. 
Reference had been made to the splen- 
did success of small holdings in various 
parts of the country. If they were 
working so well in those parts, where 


The 


question whether compulsion was or was 


was the need for compulsion ? 


not necessary had been very carefully 
considered by a Select Committee, and 
they reported that there was no case 
whatever for compulsion in this matter. 
The the Cleveland 
Division had referred to the Central 
Could he pro- 


hon. Member for 


Chamber of Agriculture. 
duce any resolution of that body saying 
that there ought to be compulsion in 
the matter? It was the business of the 
Local Government Board to see that 
local authorities did not ruin themselves 
in land speculation, and nearly every 
week they had before them applications 
for loans from local authorities who 
wanted to secure land. The Board had 
also before them the figures showing 
how previous land speculations had 
turned out. They often involved loss 
to the ratepayers, but the proposal in 
the Bill was the worst of all. This was 
a proposal to speculate in agricultural 
land. No individual in that House 
speculated in agricultural land unless 
he was exceedingly well advised, and the 
suggestion now made was that the local 
authorities were to buy in a falling mar- 
ket a security which, in his opinion, had 
very little chance of being remunerative. 
would be 
It was said that in the Bil 
power was given to resell or relet, but in 


In nearly every case loss 


involved, 


a year or two’s time a great deal of 
money might be required to improve or 
repair buildings. The local authority 
would have no money to spend on that 
work at all. 


Mr. Grant Lawson, 


There was no provision in 
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the Bill for spending money on the 


holdings after they had acquired them or 
let them out. 


Mr. CHANNING: That is already 
covered by your own Act, 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said there 
were different forms of compulsion, and 
no part of this Bill stated what form of 
Nobody 
who had referred to the results achieved 


compulsion was to be applied. 


in Denmark had said that compulsory 
powers were exercised there, 


And, it being half-past Five of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question}proposed, 
“That the House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sur A. Acland-Hood.) 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, EF.) asked 
whether the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
had any information with respect to the 
“jury-packing”’ at Cork Assizes to which 
he drew attention on the Motion for 
adjournment last night. He gave notice 
then that he would again refer to the 
subject this evening. He now asked the 
Chief Secretary whether he had taken 
steps to satisfy himself as to the accuracy 
of the statement he made last night, and 
whether he had anv information to give 


or reply to make on the subject. 


Tur ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
IRELAND (Mr. London- 
N.) said the 
Member 
ally correct. 


FOR 
ATKINSON, 
the statement 
made was substanti- 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
The case was still pro- 


derry, 


hon. 


Speak up.] 


ceeding, and, therefore, it was abso- 
lutely impossible, and to his mind it 
would be grossly unfair, to discuss the 


question now. He would tell the hon. 
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Gentleman why. 
for him in order to defend the action of 


the Crown solicitor to put forward various 
natters which were to form the basis of 





he action, and to enter into the merits 
ifthe case. He thought the hon. Gentle- 
yan would see that that would be most 
wfair, but an early opportunity, as the 
jon. Gentleman knew, would present 
self on the Estimates, or in another way, 


This 


uatter coull not be discussed at present 


t) raise and discuss the question. 


sithout entering into some of the facts, 
ud, so far as he himself was concerned, 
ie would never be a party to any dis- 
assion of any step in a case while it was 
ynding, and while men who were on their 


tial might be prejudicially affected. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said there was 
no desire whatever to discuss the merits 
of the case. They had to consider this: 
Suppose that with the jury so selected 
the man who was on his tria! was con- 
Of 


course, the Nationalist Members would 


victed, what remedy had that man ? 


raise the question again, but what they 
wanted to know now was why forty-six 
jurors out of eighty-one were asked to 
stand by. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILE (Donegal, 8.) 
said the practice of challenging the jury 
Mr. 
Justice Stephen had said that in his 


was utterly unknown in England. 


thirty years experience in England k2 
had never known a jury challengea. 
Could the Attorney-General for Ireland 





not give a case since 


| the same for England and Ireland. 


give an English precedent for it? The 
tight hon. and learned Gentleman could 
1866. 
utterly absurd to say that the law was 


The 


It was 


Attorney-General was right in saying 


that they could not discuss anything that 
VOL. OXLIIT. [Fourru Series. | 
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was sub judice. But there was no etiquette 
of the House of Commons which could 
prevail against fraud, and the system of 
** jury-packing” was a system of fraud. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 38.) said 
there was no desire to discuss the merits 
of the case. His hon. and gallant friend 
rose for the purpose of receiving irom the 
Chiei Secretary or the Attorney-General 
a definite statement as to who was re- 
sponsible forthe “‘jury-packing” that went 
He 
thought they were entitled to ask the 


on in Ireland in every political trial. 


Chief Secretary at the beginning of his 
official career whether he proposed to 
continue this infamous system of ‘ jury- 
packing,” which had brought disgrace on 
the judicial system of Ireland. On whose 
did the 
challenge these jurors @ 


instructions Crown Solicitor 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is exactly 


what I cannot tell. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said be could state 


the reason. It was because they pro- 
fessed the religious faith of the over- 
whelming majority of the Irish people. 
‘lhat was the only reason. No, there 
was another reason. It was in order to 
secure a conviction. It was not for the 
purpose of obtaining a fair trial of this 
man. He was perfectly confident that 
it was the opinion of an overwhelming 
majority of the Members of the House 
that a conviction secured by such means 
scandal, and an 
absolute prostitution of justice. He 
hoped the Chief Secretary would get up 


and tell them whether his reign in Ireland 


was a disgrace, a 


was to be disgraced by a continuance 
of that abominable system of ‘“jury- 
packing.*’ They were entitled to know on 
whose authority these men were ordered to 


2) 
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Iho | 
stand aside. Was the Attorney-General be brought in by Mr. Samual Evans, Mr, 
consulted in regard to the “jury-packing” | Herbert Lewis, Mr. George White, Mr, 
in this case? Did the Attorney-General | Bright, Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. J. 4, 





authorise the “ jury-packing”? Did he | Whitley, and Mr. Moss. 
accept responsibility for the instructions 
given to the Crown solicitor ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that 
course, was responsible for the action 


he, 


of the Crown solicitor in the case; but 
that action was taken under the circular 


of instructions issued to Crown solicitors | 
the 
Member for Montrose was Chief Secre- | 


when the right hon. Gentleman 


tary. There were no special directions | 


given in the matter. 


Mr. 
General interfered in this matter ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, I do not think 
he has. 


Mr. MACVEAGH asked whether the 
Chief Secretary was prepared to tolerate 
this irrespon<ible action on the part of 
If the right 
Gentleman began his career in Ireland 


Crown solicitors. hon. 


of | 


MACVEAGH: Has the Solicitor- | 


|PLACES OF WORSHIP ENFRANCHISE. 
MENT BILL. 

| ‘To provide for the enfranchisement 
| of leaschold Places of Worship,” presented 
| accordingly, and read the first time: to 
ibe read a second time upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed.” [Bill 125.] 
| DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR 
ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION (LONDON). 
Address for.“ Return of the number oj 
vall Deaths in the Administrative County 
of London, in the year 1904, upon which 
a Coroner’s Jury has returned a verdict 
“of or Death 
| Accelerated by Privation, together with 


Death from Starvation 


any Observations furnished to the Local 
Board Boards of 


with to Cases in 


Government by 


| Guardians reference 
/cluded in the Return (in continuation of 
| Parliamentary Paper, No. 289, of 


| Session 1904).”—(Mr Ta! ot.) 


by countenancing this system of “ jury- | 


packing” he could only promise that | 


when he came to the end of his career 
he would be a sadder and a wiser man. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


NEW BILL, 


PLACES OF WORSHIP 
MENT. 


Bill to provide for the enfranchisement 


ENFRANCHISE- 


of leasehold Places of Worship, ordered to | 


Mr, MacV eagh. 


| POST OFFICE WAGES. 

| Copy ordered, “of Memorandum of 
| the Postmaster-General, dated March 
| 24th, 1905, setting forth changes about 
| to be made in the wages of certain classes 
| of Post Office servants.’ —(Lord Stanley.) 


| 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
| the Table, and to be printed. [No. 98.] 

| 

| 

| Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before Six o'clock till 


| Monday next. 
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Street 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 27th March, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had la:d upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

‘ing Bill have been complied with :—Local 
zhovernment Provisional Orders (No. 1). 


= The same was ordered to lie on the 
S Table. 


< Ponovan’s Divorce Bill[u.L.]. Ordered 
‘That the petition of Alice Edith Donovan 
be further considered to-morrow. 


¢ Traiee Urban District Council Bill 
‘(H.L.]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent to 


S the Commons. 


* Metropolitan District Railway Bill 
F{Hu.|. Read 3°; Amendments made; 
} Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads 
Bill [u.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navi- 
gation) Bill [u.L.]; Torpoint Urban Dis- 
trict Water Bill [#.L.]; Great Central 
Railway Bill [H.u.]; Great Central Rail- 
way (Pension Fund) Bill [4.t.]. Leave 


Journ over to-morrow. 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [x.u.]; 
Barry Railway Bill [u.u.]; Cardiff Rail- 
way Bill [w.u.]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Ellenborough 
and the Lord Ludlow be proposed to the 
House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Duke of Bedford and the 








Hylton ; and that the Lord Ludlow be 


Lord | 
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Fgiven to the Select Committce to ad- | 


Chairman of the said Committee; read | 


and agreed to, 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order | 


Kill. Brought from the Commons; read 


Examiners. (No. 38.) 
VOL. CXLIIL. [Fourrn Series.] 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [#.1.1. 

Petition in favour of; of Irish Trades 
Union Congress; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Annual Report of proceedings under 
the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the Copy- 
hold Act, 1894, the Inclosure Acts, 1845 
to 1899, the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 
1883 to 1900, the Drainage and Improve- 
ment of Land Acts, the Universities and 
College Estates Acts, 1858 to 1898, the 
Glebe Lands Act, 1888, etc., ete., for 
the year 1904. 


Annual Reports of proceedings under 
the Diseases of Animals Acts, the 
Markets and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) 
Acts, ete., etc., for the year 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GENERAL MEDICALICOUNCIL. 

Returns of the receipts and expenditure 
of the General Medical Council and of 
the Branch Councils, also of receipts and 
expenditure of the Dental Registration 
Fund, for the year ended 31st December, 
1904. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (ALIENS) 
BILL [x.t.]. 

A Billto amend the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894. Was presented by the Lord 
Muskerry; read L*; and to be printed. 
(No. 37.) 

STREET BETTING BILL [u.t.]. 
[Tutrp READING. ] 

Order of the Day for the Third Reading 

read. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 


2 | 3*.”’—(Lord Davey. 
I‘; to be printed; and referred to the | ( “y-) 


On Question, Bill read 3% 
2R 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! | 


ground on which races took place between 


of Hatssury) then moved an Amend- 
ment to that part of Clause 1 which pro- 
vides that for the purposes of the clause 
the word “street”? shall include any 
highway or any public bridge, road, lane, 
footway, square, court, alley, or passage, 
whether a thoroughfare or not, or any 
vacant ground open to the public, 
common ground not used for the purpose 
of a racecourse or adjacent thereto, or 
any space under a railway arch. The 
Amendment proposed the omission of the 
latter part of the definition, beginning 
with the words, “ or any vacant ground.” 
The Lord Chancellor said he was very 
sorry to differ from Lord James, who had 
moved at the last stage the insertion of 
the words he (the Lord Chancellor) now 
proposed to omit, on the question of the 
proper drafting of the Bill. He rather 
thought the question between them was 
not one of principle, but rather of draft- 
ing. The object of the Bill was to sup- 
press betting in streets and public places. 
One of the difficulties with which Judges 
and magistrates had to deal was that 
language was sometimes made by statute 
to bear a meaning which did not properly 
belong to it. In this Bill the words 
‘vacant ground open to the public” were 
used. What would their legal meaning 
be? There were pieces of gound which 
were vacant in the sense that no building 
was actually being erected upon them, 
but to which the public had no legal right 
of access. He would himself construe 
the words as meaning a place to which 
the public had a right of access, but, if 
they were construed to mean private 
property, that was an extension of the 
word street which seemed to him both 
ludicrous and very undesirable. The 
phrase “space under a railway arch” was 
also, he thought, open to a similar objec- 
tion. If it meant merely the public 
highway beneath a railway arch, that 
was already a street according to the 
definition of the law. If it did not mean 
that, he asked their Lordships to consider 
the task which would fall upon the Judges 
and magistrates in construing the Act. 
The phrase “space under a railway arch”’ 
would apparently apply to every railway 
arch. With regard to common ground 
not used for the purpose of a racecourse, 
he had no doubt that what was in his 
noble friend’s mind was _ horse-racing, 
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Was the 


human creatures a racecourse? The 
title and policy of the Bill had reference 
to public plices and the suppression of a 
public nuisance, and the language to 
which he had called attention was, he 
thought, calculated to puzzle those who 
were called upon to administer the Act. 


Amendment moved— 


‘Tn Clause 1, page 2, line 12 to leave out from 
the word ‘not’ to the end of the clause.” —(The 
Karl of Halsbury. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said 
he was grateful to the Lord Chancellor 
for the changed position he had assumed. 
When his (Lord James’s) Amendment 
was inserted on the previous occasion, 
the Lord Chancellor gave notice that he 
would move the rejection of the Bill on 
the Third Reading. He was glad that 
the noble and learned Lord was not 
taking this extreme course. The Lord 
Chancellor had said that this was entirely 
a question of drafting, but he thought 
the Amendment was moved in a different 
spirit. He had never yet known a 
Government whip to be issued in support 
of a question of drafting. This was more 
a question of substance. He suggested 
that the debate should be adjourned, so 
that they could try to carry out what 
was agreed to in substance. He did not 
think the House ought to be troubled 
with the question if it was merely one of 
drafting. 


THE EARL or HALSBURY said that 
if his noble friend would agree with him 
that the sole object of the clause was to 
deal with places to which the public had 
aright of access, he was prepared to 
agree with him. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said 
that both in the Metropolis and other 
large towns .there were vacant places 
which did not come within this descrip- 
tion, which were made places of ren- 


dezvous for betting purposes. Frequently 
betting men did not make their bets in | 


the street, but used these de facto vacant 
spaces. There they erected their pitches 
and gave notice to clerks in counting- 
houses and other business places that 
they could find them there. But his 
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noble and learned friend said that because 
they were only de jacto vacant, he would 
not include them. The Lord Chancellor 
asked the House to say they would 
sanction betting taking place on these 
laces. He did not wish to come into 
conflict with the Lord Chancellor. If a 
poor person played pitch and toss on 
such a vacant space he would be arrested 
and put in prison; but they were asked 
to sanction the betting trade being 
carried on there by these fraudulent 
betting men, who did no good to anyone, 
but a great deal of harm. With regard 
to what the Lord Chancellor had said 
about the words ‘“‘common ground not 
used for the purpose of a racecourse,” 
Lord James of Hereford explained that 
he inserted those words to meet the views 
of Lord Newton, who said Epsom and 
Ascot racecourses were common ground, 
and it would not be right in a Bill of this 
kind to interfere with betting on such 
racecourses, 


Lorp DAVEY said he entirely sym- 
pathised with the object Lord James of 
Hereford had in view when he secured 
the insertion in the Bill of the words 
which the Lord Chancellor now proposed 
to delete. He thought the provision a 
wise one, and likely to prove a beneficial 
extension of the Bill, and have a useful 
operation. If the matter went to a 
division he would vote with Lord James, 
though at the same time he thought the 
language his noble and learned friend 
had introduced was open to criticism 
such as had been passed upon it by the 
Lord Chancellor. He regretted very 
much that the subject was not discussed 
as it ought to have been in the Standing 
Committee, but owing to some misunder- 
standing he was asked to adjourn the 
discussion until the Bill came up in their 
Lordships’ House. If this question had 
been threshed out in the Standing Com- 
mittee they would have had an opportun- 
ity of seeing whether, as a matter of 
drafting, some words might not be intro- 
duced which would equally well carry 
out the object which his noble and 
learned friend had in view, and at the 
Same time not be open to the objections 
Which had beea made to them. It was 
too late now, he supposed, for that to be 
done, and therefore he must accept the 
words as they stood in the Bill. He had 
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| been subjected to some criticism outside 


the House for accepting what was now 
Clause 2 of the Bill on the Motion of his 
noble friend Lord Crewe. Clause 2 pro- 
vided that— 

“Nothing contained in this Act shall apply to 
any ground used for the purpose of a racecourse 
or adjacent thereto on the days on which races 
take place.” ‘ 

His reason for accepting the Amend- 
ment was this, that the intention of the 
Bill was not to apply to racecourses, 
Whatever might be thought of the policy, 
their Lordships’ House, having by its 
judicial decisions secured the use of the 
rings on racecourses for people of the 
wealthy class, would be legislating against 
the poo’, as distinguished from the rich, 
if they prohibited betting on racecourses 
generally. That was what he had in his 
mind, and not any particular sympathy 
for the gentlemen who carried on this 
business on racecourses. 


Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY was sure many of their 
Lordships who were laymen like him- 
self would svympatbise with him in the 
difficulty in which he found himself in 
understanding the lezal bearing of the 
arguments on either side which had 
been adduced by such high authorities. 
He saw the difficulty that Lord James 
might find himself in in pressing for 
the adjournment of the debate after 
the words which had fallen from the 
Lord Chancellor as to the meaning he 
attached to the proposal as the words 
now stood. But he thought the right 
course would be for some one in an 
independent position to move the ad- 
journment in order that it might be 
seen whether a form of words could be 
devised to meet the objections of the 
Lord Chancellor. It was obviously the 
case that there was a difference of 
opinion in some small degree in sub- 
stance and in a much larger degree in 
drafting. Would it not be well, after 
what Lord Davey had said as to the 
inadvertence by which these points 
were not dealt with in the Standing 
Committee, that they should now go 
bick a little rather than go over the 
whole ground again? He hoped the 
three noble Lords would take com- 
passion upon those of their Lordships 
who were not learned in the law, and 
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who found themselves, therefore, in con- 
siderable perplexity on this question, 
and allow the debate to be adjourned. 


Street 


Moved, “That this debate be now 
adjourned.” —(The Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury.) 


Lorp ALVERSTONE remarked that 
pressure of public duties elsewhere had 
prevented him being present at the dis- 
cussions during the earlier stages of this 
Bill. But he was bound to say that he 
sympathised very strongly indeed with 
some of the objections Lord James took 
to the Bill as it originally stood. It was 
true that in the Bill ‘“s:reet’? was 
defined as including any highway or any 
public bridge, road, lane, footway, square, 
court, alley, or passage, whether a 
thoroughfare or not, and he believed that 
the great majority of cases would be hit 
by those words. But he hada good many 
of these cases before him from time to 
time in different shapes, and it was 
certainly true that a very large propor- 
tion of the evils Lord James had referred 
to did take place on certain picces of 
land which could not be said to be either 
streets or thoroughfares, but a sort of 
“no man’s land.” It seemed to him that 
in some way or other words ought to be 
found to meet those cases. But he agreed 
that “any vacant ground open to the 
publ c,”” might be too wide. It seemed 
to him, reading this draft, that to cut the 
words out altogether would be not 
altogether satisfactory, and yet he could 
see that some difficulty must arise if they 
stood in exactly the form in which they 
were now. 


& Eart SPENCER was reluctant to step 
in infa legal dispute, but the example of 
the most rev. Primate had encouraged 
him to say a few words. He thought 
those Members of their Lordships’ House 
who were not lawyers would be put in an 
exceedingly difficult position if the Ques- 
tion was now put, and the Amendment 
of the Lord Chancellor carried. If it was 
a mere question of drafting and the Lord 
Chancellor would agree to the adjourn- 
ment so that the point could be dealt 
with, he would certainly advise the House 
to agree to an adjournment, in order 
that some satisfactory form of words 
might be found. The Bill proposed to 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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do away with what was considered to be 
a very great evil. The definition, as put 
by Lord James, seemed to include more 
than a street or a public place, but the 
places so included were places where the 
evil of betting prevailed to an enormous 
extent. So far as he understood it, if the 
Amendment of the Lord Chancellor was 
agreed to, the House of Lords would be 
practically defending the use of such 
places for betting. Therefore they were 
in an exceedingly difficult position. But 
there would be no use in adjourning the 
matter if the Lord Chancellor would not 
agree that it was a mere question of 
drafting. If he did so agree, he hoped 
the matter would be adjourned. If the 
Lord Chancellor did not agree, then he 
(Earl Spencer) would divide against the 
Lord Chancellor’s Amendment. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: If we 
are agreed that, in pursu :nce of the title 
of the Bill, the prohibition is only to ap- 
ply to every public place to which the 
public have a right of acess, I shail be 
happy to adjourn the matter to devise 
some claus? for the purpose. but if it is 
proposed to include places to which the 
public have no righ. of access, but which 
are acciden‘ally open, I object, because 
you would be going a great deal further 
than the object of the Bill, which is the 
suppression of betting im streets and 
other public places. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD thought 
that if the adjournment took place and 
they had an opportunity of meeting the 
Lord Chancellor there would be some 
chance of an agreement. At any rate, 
they would be in no worse position, and 
he hoped the adjournment would be 
agreed to. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: Are we 
agreed that fou only wish to deal with 
places to which the public have a right 
of access ? 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: No; I 


cannot say that we are. I stand by the 
Lord Chief Justice of England. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Debate adjourned to Tuesday th: 4th 
oi April next. 
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STORES IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
rise, In accordance with the Notice 
standing in my name on te Pzper, to 
call attention to the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General ou the Stores 
Accounts of the Army as to the wastage 
of supplies 11 South Africa and elsewhere ; 
and to move to resolve, ‘That, in the | 
opinion of ths House, immediate action | 
should be tak -n to inquire into the cause 
of such wastage ia the past, with a view | 
to the prevention of further wastage in | 
the future.” 


I daresay that tosome noble Lords on | 
the Front Bench opposite the terms of 
this Resolution may be somewhat 
familiar. I say at once that I am not | 
the originator of it. Ihave taken great | 
pains to draft my Notice in a form which 
precludes any suspicion of a hostile atti- 
tude towards His Majesiy’s Government, 
and with this object I se lec ted a form of 
words which I found on the Notice Paper | 
of the House of Coumons, and which 
were made use of by a very staunch 
supporter of His Majesty’s Government 
and a gentleman whose fidelity to the | 
Government is beyond all suspicion, for 
during the lust two or three years he has 


received the honour of knighthood for | 


political services. I have transcribed 
word for word the Notice of Motion 


standing on the Paper of the House of 
Commons in the name of the hon. Gen- 
tleman in question, and [ am bound to 


es ° . ° | 
assume that the originator of this Motion | 


meant what he said, and was desirous 


that Parliament should at the e:rliest | 


possible moment consider the Stores 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General, and pass a Resolution inciting 
the Government to take iminediate 
action thereon. But, my Lords, what- 
ever his intention may have _ been, 
it is perfectly certain that the result 
of his notice of Motion was to prevent 
the House from having any opportunity 
of discussing this Report at all. 


Now, it seems to me that when, at 
the instance, or with the consent, of 
Ministers a blocking Motion is put down 
in the House of Commons, it is the 
bounden duty of the Oppo-ition in this 
lous, in the interssts of free spcech, 
to transfer the blocking Motion which 
cannot be considered in the other House 
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to this House, where it can be dealt 
with. On this side of the House our 
voting power is insignificant, but at all 
events we are free to say what we please 
on anv subject we please, which is not 
always the case in another place, and 
I think that is a right we ought to 
z-alously guard. I know perfectly well 
that sinc> putting down my Motion the 
| Prime Minister has changed his attitude 
‘and has promised a day for discussing 
| this qu:stioa in the House of Commons. 
Hearing that the Prime Minister had 
‘promised a day I had some notion of 
| withde: a my Motion, but my friends 
bes this side have urg> d me to bring it 
| on all the same, regarding it as @ matter 





| which ougit to be discussed in this 
| House. I think I ought to tell th> 
| noble Marl the Under-Secretary—he may 


not b> aware of a statement which has 
| been made in the other House—that 
| hens will be some sort of Interim Re- 
| port by the Public Accounts Committee 
| published possibly before the end of May. 
[ think that is the earliest moment at 
which it will be out, and I am told that 
| the Report will be based upon evidence 
by Sir William Butler, who is now 
engaged in considering these matters. 


I do not think the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War will 
differ from me as to th» principles 
which should guid: us 11 diseuss- 
|ing the responsibility of the War 
| Office in respect of the wastage of 
war stores. No war has_ ever 
| been waged without wastage. Public 
opinion will, [ am sure, be willing to 
| make very great allownces in re pect of 
| loss occasioned by muddle and confusion 
in the case of a great war; but it will 
make these allowances 0a two conditions, 
first, that at the earliest possible moment 
a full and -earching investi zatio : is made 
into the causes of the loss; and, secondly, 
that where the existing system i. found 
to be at fault it shall be at once remedied. 
I will presently come to the question as 
to how far these conditions have been 
complied with. Meanwhile I do not 
think the noble Karl will deny that after 
making all reasonable allowa:ces there 
still remains a good deal i: the Report 
which requires to be explained. 


The first thing ! would observe 
is that the Auditor-General prefaces 
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his Report with the statement that 
only certain portions of the Army 
accounts have been subjected to 
a detailed audit owing to the small 
staff available. I should like to hear 
what the noble Earl has to say as to this 
statement. Is the War Office going to 
see that the Auditor-General has a suffi- 
cient staff, and if not, why not ? 


Under the head of South African War 
Expenditure there is a balance in the 
Cape Paymaster’s account of cash ad- 
vanced, but not accounted for, of 
£588,294. 
231, the Auditor-General says with re- 
gard to that— 

“In reply to inquiries, I have been informed 
by the War Office that this charge is for cash 
issued and not repaid, and that there is no 
documentary evidence to show how it was ex- 
pended.” 

He goes on to say— 

“It is understood, however, that the money 
was largely used in the purchase of stores 
required as a working capital for the railway.” 

Surely, my Lords, some sort of 
documentary evidence as to some part 
of this expenditure ought to be forth- 
coming. Again, on the next page, in 
paragraph 66, it is stated that a sum of 
£1,681,818 was paid to the British South 
Africa Company for the Rhodesian Field 
Force. Part of this money was paid in 
tespect of mules. It is a very puzzling 
matter to understand what happened in 
regard to those mules. The Public 
Accounts Committee had this matter 
under consideration, and it is dealt with 
in their Report of last July. They say, 
on page 12— 

“Nine hundred and ninety-nine mules were 
shipped from New Orleans, of which 158 died 
on the voyage. and the remaining 841 cannot 
be traced beyond Beira, where they were 
landed.” 

Thev further add that— 

*“\No Imperial officer was present at Beira 
for political reasons.” 

On this mattcr the Public Accounts 
Committee say— 

“Your Committee regard this experience as 
another object -lesson of the wastage and 
unsatisfactory results which must follow from 
entrusting the duties of the War Office in Army 
administration to amateur bodies such as the 
Yeomanry Committee and the Scuth African 
Committee.” 

Turning to the evideuce produced before 
the Committee, it would seem that there 


Lord Monkswell. 


In paragraph 62 (a) on page | 
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is no absolute certainty that these mules 
ever left New Orleans or arrived at Beira, 
Questioned on this point, Sir Fleetwood 
Wilson said that the accounts given by 
the South African Committee— 

“‘Would not help us to trace missing mules. 
It is quite possible, it is presumable, and there 
is no reason to question, that they did send the 
mules, but they were lost.” 

Subsequently he said, with regard to 
these mules and stores landed at Beira— 

“It is very difficult to say if they (the mules) 
were actually in anybody's charge in the true 
sense of the word.” 

Again Mr. Chalmers says— 

‘There is a large amount of stores not 
accounted for, harness and stores of various 
kinds which remained in South Africa, amount- 
ing in value to £252,880. These and also other 
supplies of provisions and forage are not yet 
accounted for in Supply Account.” 

Since July the Auditor-General observes 
that a small portion of these stores have 
been imperfectly vouched for, and that is 
as far as we Can get. 


Under the head of “Sales of Surplus 
Supplies” the Auditor-General in last 
year’s Report referred to certain large 
salesand repurchases of forage, apparently 
entailing considerable loss, which required 
explanation, but no explanation was 
forthcoming ; and last March the Auditor- 
General returned to the charge and drew 
the attention of the War Office to the 
different rates at which similar stores 
brought to account in the same month had 
been sold to and purchased from Con- 
tractor A, There was no reply from the 
War Office. Soon afterwards the Auditor- 
General came across another instance of 
the same kind, where a contractor had 
supplied oats at 17s, 10d. per 100 Ibs, and 
bought them from the Army at the same 
station at Ils. per 100 Ibs., and this 
transaction was accompanied by the 
remarkable statement that it was done— 

“To enable him to carry out his contract.” 

This statement naturally attracted the 
attention of the Auditor-General, but no 
answer to his query is forthcoming, and 
this amazing statement still remains upon 
record as the settled policy of the War 
Office without any explanation at all. I 
really think the Noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary ought to give us some ex- 
planation of these words to-night. It 
would appear from them that it is the 
settled policy of the War Office to buy 
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dearly and sell cheaply in order to benefit 


the contractor; but, of course, that 
cannot be, and I think we are entitled to 
know the true meaning of those words, 
A somewhat similar transaction with 
another firm has led to a like result—in- 
quiries by the Auditor-General, but no 
answer, That makes four occasions on 
which no answer has been received. 
Again, another firm— 

* Bought most of the surplus articles at heavy 
losses to the War Office.” 

Indeed, in some cases the Government 
actually received less than nothing for 
the articles sold, for the Customs duties 
amounted in some cases to more than 
the value of the articles, For instance, 
jam was sold at 21. a tin containing a 
little over a pound, while the Customs 
duty was 2d. a pound, and to this the 
cost of railage has to be added. That 
was 1a Cape Colony, In Natal matters 
were even worse. There the Colony 
claims Customs duty in respect of jam at 
the rate of 24d. a lb.. while the jam was 
sold for I}d. and 13d. a Ib. I should 
like to know whether the colonies were 
pressed to reduce the Customs duty. 


The War Office seems to have been 
done all round over jam. They were 
given short weight, and, having paid in 
Customs duty rather more than they 
got for it, they were further mulcted in 
the expense of carrying it by rail. It 
would have paid them better to have 
buried it. Surely there were several 
preferable courses open. The colonies 
might have been asked under the cireum- 
stances to forego part of the duty, for 
the jam was imported not to sell, but to 
give to our soldiers. Ifthe colonies had 
refused we might have re-shipped the 
jim to England and sold it at home. 
The question of short weight in jam, 
which has been principally exercising the 
public mind, is thus stated by the 
Auditor-General on page 258, paragraph 
19— 

“[t was noticed in the Durban Supply 
Account for July, 1903, that 337,704 Ibs. of jam 
had been written off charge under the following 
circumstances. On the sale of surplus jam 
remaining on hand after the close of the war, 
the contractor who purchased it found that 
large quantities of tins contained only twelve 
ounces of jam; and as 1,350,816 of these tins 
were held on charge as containing one pound 
of jam each, it became necessary to write off 
charge 337,704 lbs. in respect of the short 
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weight of four ounces in each tin. It wasseen, 
on reference to some of the contracts for pur- 
chase of jam, that they included a provision 
that it should be supplied in tins containing one 
pound each. I therefore requested that infor- 
mation might be furnished as to _ the 
terms of the contracts in these cases, and 
as to the examination given to ensure that full 
contract weights were delivered ; also whether 
any other cases of short weight had been 
brought to notice, and, finally, whether the de- 
ficiency was investigated at the time by a Court 
of Inquiry, and reported to the Treasury. To 
these inquiries, which were addressed to the 
War Office on 26th April, 1904, I have, up to 
the present, received no reply.” 


I am told that the noble Eerl the 
Under-Secretary will be able to offer to 
the House a satisfactory explanation 
with regard to the short weight of jam. 
I am very glad to hear it, but I think 
the House is also entitled to some ex- 
planation as to why the queries of the 
Auditor-General, which were sent to the 
War Office on 26th April, have remained 
unanswered up to this time. 


South Africa. 


In the case of jam, there is this re- 
markable circumstance to be cons‘dered 
in addition to what I have already stated. 
It has been elicited from the Secretary 
of State that the jam was bought through 
the Agents-General of Australia. This is 
colonial preference with a vengeance, for 
Australia, so far from being a jam ex- 
porting country, does not produce enough 
jam for its own consumption, and imports 
jam and sweet-stuffs from England to the 
extent of £100,000 a year. Again, under 
the head of “Clothing Accounts,” it 
seems that 20,000 surplus suits were sold 
by tender, and the Auditor-General 
remarks that the new suits did not even 
realise half the normal peace contract 
price paid for them,—viz., 13s. a 
suit. ‘Therefore the -suits were sold at 
between 6s. and 7s. each. Why, 1 ask, 
should they have been sold at this 
enormous sacrifice? Why could they 
not have been kept in stock till they 
were wanted? Under the head of 
‘Ordnance Store Accounts” the Auditor- 
General observes that the Public Accounts 
Committee, in their Report last July, 
stated that no improved system of pack- 
ing ammunition had yet been devised by 
the War Office, but the subject was under 
their consideration. [It is apparently 
still under their consideration, for in 
answer to the inquiries of the Auditor- 
General on this point no replies have 
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been received. Yet it is acknowledged | should be mulcted for the benefit of the 


that the deterioration in over 50,000,000 Australian contractor. In the next 
rounds of ammunition was to a great | place, on attempting to s:ll the surplus 
extent due to imperfect packing. It | jam it was found that some contractors 
appears to me that the War Office have hed given short weight, which the 
had plenty of time in which to devise military authorities had never discovered, 
some better means of packing. /In this connection one would like to 
k:ow what measures were taken to 

I might multiply instances of the exami.e the stores and check the 
apparently reckless manner in which | quantities. And, to crown all, a large 
stores of every description were disposed quantity of this surplus jam was sold at 
of at what I must call rummage-sale | a price which dil not even suffice to pay 
prices, but I think I have said enough to | the Cus o:.s duty, let alo:e the riilwa? 








show how serious the allegations are that 
the War Office have to meet. Large 
sums of money have been expended, and 
there is no evidence, or, at all events, no 
documentery evidence, to show how it 
has been expended. Eight hundred and 
forty-one mules have mysteriously dis- 
appeared and cannot be traced from the 
moment they were landed —if indeed 
they were ever landed at all, which, 
though probable, does not seem to be 
capable of strict proof. These mules, and 
stores of all kinds to a large amount, 
were landed under nobody’s charge, and 
there 1s nobedy responsible for their loss, 
Here the Public Accounts Committee put 
their finger on the weak spot, and, as we 
have seen, attribu‘e the loss and con- 
fusion to the War Office having entrusted 
administrative duties to amateur bodies 
such as the South African Committee 
and the Yeomanry Committee. Then 
there are the sales of forage at 10s. and 
11s. per 100 lbs., which seems in some 
cases to have been brought back again 
from the same contractor at the same 
station for 17s. 10d. and 17s, 84d. per 
100 lbs; and, es we have seen in one 
case, a truly amazing reason for this 
proceeding is given—namely, that it was 
done to enable the contractor to fulfil 
hs contract. 


The case of the jam is no less 
remarkable. In the first place, it is a 
strange proceeding to go to Australia to 
provide jam for British troops, inasmuch 
as Australia buys a good part of the jam 
she consumes from England, not pro- 
ducing sufficient for her own consump- 
tion, much less to export to South 


Africa. If it pays Australia to buy jam | 


in England, surely it would pay us to 
export our own jam to South Africa. 


‘carriage, This is rot a creditable state 
of things. However much we may 
concede as extenuating circumstances es 
regards high priccs gven for stores 
wanted in an emergency, it is reasonable 
to expect that the sale of surplus stores 
should be carried on on something in the 
nature of business principles. Some of 
the transactions 1 have mentioned are 
not of a character that can be excused 
on the gound of campaigning emergencies, 
and even if this excuse were valid 
it would be subject to the two conditions 
I mentioned at the beginning—namely, 
first, that at the earliest possible moment 
a searching investigation should be made, 
and, secondly, that where the existing 
system has been found to be at fault it 
should be at once amendel. 


How stands the Government record 
with regerd to these two conditions? 
The gravamen of the charge against the 
War Office is not so much that they did 
foolish things during the war in the 
matter of stores, but that after the war 
was over foolish proceedings went on 
occurring. Worse than that, the full 
and searching investigation which ought 
to have begun at oice, was put off till 
the pressure of public opinion was too 
strong to be resisted, and, moreover, 
even when a weak point had | een dis- 
covered, the War Office did nct always 
take the trouble to put matters right. 
For instance, in the case of the deteriora- 
tion of ammunition by bad packing, in 
July last the War Office were engaged in 
considering a better system of packing, 
and they are still cons:dering. Surely 
it is time they came to some conclusion 
in the matter. Again, take the case of 


jam. The War Office must have k1 own 


I | for a long time, certainly over a year, 


do not see why the British taxpayer | that some contractors had given short 
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weight, in some Cases only 12 ozs. to the 
lb. On April 26th last year the Auditor- 
General askcd the War Office whether 
they were making any investigation. 
He received no answer. The Secretary 
of State was interrogated a few days ago, 
and his answer was that inquiries have 
been going on for four weeks; that is to 
say, no inquiry at all was instituted for 
aearly a year after the Auditor-General 
jad reminded the War Office of the fact 
ind pressed them to make an inquiry. 
This is a very bad cise, as it involves 
s charge of dishonesty; yet the 
Secretary of State when first questioned 
had not got so far in his inquiry as even 
to be able to give the names of the 
accused contractors. The inquiry should 
have been completed long ago, and the 
contractors either condemned or exoner- 
ated. 


The excuse given by the Secretary of 
State for not concerning himself to 
identify the firms which supplied short 
veight was remarkable. He siid— 

“ As the orders were placed with the colonial 
authorities through their Agents-General, the 
names of the colonial firms who enabled the 
Colonies to carry out their engagements did not 
concern the War Office.” 


Surely itis the duty of the War Office to 
press for compensation from the default- 
ing contractors. I do not suppose for a 
moment that the Colonies desire to shield 
any delinquent contractor. Indeed, the 
Agents-General have very properly said 
that Australia is prepared to pay com- 
pe: sation if their contractors are shown 
to be in defsult. The House will observe 
that the importance of the Auditor- 
General’s Report only began to dawn 
upon the War Office after it had become 
the occasion of inconvenient Questions 
being asked. At first the Prime Minister 
sheltered himself from discussion behind a 
blocking Motion, and it was only a very 
few days ago that he acknowledged the 
importance of the subject and promised a 
day for discussion. When Ministers can 
tread a document like the Auditor- 
General’s Report and discover nothing 
particular in it until they are told, their 
perceptions must have become singularly 
obtuse. 


It would seem that the ordi ary adminis- 
trat ve duties of the War Office have been 
for some time past carried out in a lax 
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fashion. The heads of the Department 
have, it would seem, been too busily en- 
gaged in contriving grandiose schemes of 
Army reform to concern themselves about 
the humbler task of supervising the hum- 
drum routine business of office, and that, I 
take it, has been at the root of the amazing 
state of things disclosed by the Report 
of the Auditor-General. The high 
authorities at the War Office are like the 
astronomer in the fable who, while 
gazing at the stars, fell into a well at his 
feet. The noble Ear] will have to address 
himself to two direct questions. He 
must first deal with the muddle and con- 
fusion that reigned during the war and 
for some time after. His next task will 
be to justify the dilatory proceedings of 
the War Office, their neglect to answer 
the pressing questions of the Auditor- 
General, and the length of time they 
have taken to make such asimple reform 
as the devising of a system to pack 
ammunition which would do away with 
a great deal of the enormous waste 
suffered by its deterioration. My com- 
plaint is that they have not taken in 
hand such matters as this strenuously. 
They have been content to let things 
slide until public opinion has forcibly 
prodded them on. [ think the House 
will be doing a service to the War Office 
and to the country by passing the Reso- 
lution I have put down on the Paper, 
the originator of which is, as I have said, 
a staunch supporter of His Majesty’s 
Government. The passing of such a 
Resolution will stiffen the War Office in 
the go d intentions which I give them 
the credit of having formed, and the 
action of your Lordships in applying 
this friendly stimulus wi!l certainly com- 
mend itself to the public. 


Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion 
of this House, immediate action should 
be taken to inquire into the cause of 
the waste of supplies in South Africa and 
elsewhere, with a view to the prevention 
of further wastage in the future.”—(The 
Lord Monkswell.) 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DonovucHmore): My Lords, I do not 
deny the importance of the subject 
which the noble Lord has raised. At 
the same time I think he will agree 
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to discus at this moment. The noble 
Lord mentioned a circumstance of which, 
I confess, I was not aware. {| did not 
know that it was the intention of the 
Public Accounts Committee to furnish 
to the House of Commons an Interim 
Report on this subject, but surely that 
very admission by the noble Lord must 
exemplify the dithculty in which your 
Lordships find yourselves in discussing 
this subject to-day. It should be borne 
in mind tha‘ the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General’s Report is not a Report sub- 
mitted to the War Office, but to Parlia- 
ment. it is the brief, so to say, of the 
members. of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee in investigating the accounts pre- 


sented to Parliament. The Public 
Accounts Committee go into these 


matters in very great detail, and until 
their Report is received it is very diffi- 
cult for us to make up our minds as 
to what are the facts and what are the 
fictions relating to any question that 
may arise. 


The noble Lord opposite is, I think, 
very hard upon us. He charges the 
War Office with being very dilatory in 
dealing with the whole matter. It is 
important, I think, in a case such as 
this that your Lordships should keep 
the main facts in your minds, and [ 
will venture briefly to sketch them 
in order to show that we have not been 
as dilatory as the noble Lord thinks. 
There were, of course, very large sur- 
pluses of stores at the end of the war. 
The rule was, I understand, to have four 
months supplies in hand. When the 
war came to an end demobilisation was 
very rapid, and we were left with a very 
large surplus of stocks. The question 
arose, what were we to do with them ? 
We might have brought them home for 
sale; but we believed that to adopt such 
a course would have been very expensive. 


There would have been the cost of 
collecting at ports, of putting the 


supplies on board ship, and of transport 
home, and it was pointed out to us that 
the authorities in South Africa were of 
opinion that the cheapest thing would be 
to get rid of the surplus stores in South 
Africa. It was believed that we should 
be able to do so ata price which would 
warrant us in taking that course, while 


The Earl of Donoughmore, 
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with me that it is rather a difficult one | 





South Africa. 


at the same time saving heavy charges 
for storage, deterioration, cost of trans. 
port, and so forth. The difference 
between the selling and buying price was 
regarded by the authorities in South 
Africa as justified by the above con. 
siderations, and there appeared to be no 
ground to question this conclusion at 
home in view of the circumstances then 
disclosed. Various queries were made 
on transactions in South Africa at the 
time—I am speaking of a year and a- 
half ago—and in every case the explana- 
tion given was on the lines I have just 
sketched to your Lordships, and was 
accepted by us as satisfactory. 
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The later cases, the cases which did 
not come to our notice till last autumn, 
did not sosatisfy us. We were not satis- 
fied with certain refunds made to con- 
tractors which did not seem to be 
governed by the terms of the contract. We 
were not satisfied on several points, and 
therefore we made up our minds to have 


further inquiries, not only into those cases, | 


butintoall cases. I repeat that the earlier 
cases were entirely satisfactory ; the later 
cases were not satisfactory, and this fact 
threw doubt upon the earlier cases, and 
we therefore decided to re-open the whole 
question. It was not a question of 
accounting, but one that concerned 
competence and honesty ; and it was not, 
therefore, a fit subject to be inquired into 
simply by a Finance Branch at the War 
Office. For that reason my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State appointed a 
Committee, under the chairmanship of Sir 
William Butler, to consider the whole case, 
and that Committee was given power to 
call witnesses. I understand that they 
have called a large number of witnesses and 
are going very thoroughly into the whole 
question, but really until we receive the 
Report of the Committee it is very 
difficult for me to give detailed replies 
to some, at any rate, of the queries 
addressed to me by the noble Lord 
opposite. Sir William Butler’s Com- 
mittee, I believe, is not expected to 
report for some weeks, but it has come 
to my knowledge, and also, I notice, to 
the knowledge of the noble Lord opposite, 
that Sir William Builer has already been 
called as a witness by the Public 
Accounts Committee. [understand that 
he was present at the meeting ci the 
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(Committee last Friday. Anyhow, it is 
open to the Public Accounts Committee 
o call him as a witness; and that is 
he only proper wav, I submit, in which 
he facts can become known to your 





jordships and the public as well as to 
ne War Office. I trust, therefore, there 
fll be no prejudging of this mitter. 
Yo one has been proved guilty of any- 
hing vet. There is ground for suspicion, 
gd there is also ground for inquiry. 
Tiat inquiry is being carried out by the 
younts branch in South Af.ica, by the 
qwounts branch here in London, 
ol by Sir William Butler’s Com- 
nivtee, all focussing in the inquiry of 
th Public Accounts Committee. We 
ae every bit as anxious to know the 
fats as the noble Lord opposite. 


| now come to some of the details re- 
fated to by my noble friend. First of all 
ieis very hard on us, because, as he says, 
w have been very dilatory in replying to 
the Auditor-General’s queries. The noble 
lord will, I am sure, realise that every 
cae which the Auditor-General has 
juried is from its every essence a 
lificult one. 


ANOBLE LORD : Simple as anything. 


*THe KARL OF DONOUGHMORE: | 
think not. They are all cases that have 
vecurred in South Africa, and we have 
had to make inquiries out there in order 
o enable us to reply tothe queries. We 





ave had to send for copies of contracts 
nd documents, and we found in many 
ases that no such documents existed at 
ll. Weare doing our best to expedite 
nquiry. A further cause of delay 
ccurred in this way. It was most im- 
portant that all documents and contracts 
should be before Sir William Butler’s 
‘ommittee, and therefore a@ number of 
papers were retained at the War Office 
hiter they were received for the use of 
this Committee, but my right hon. friend 
the Secretary of State has stated in 
another place that he has given directions 
lor copies of the contracts to be sent to 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General. 


Now I come to the much discussed 
question of jam. As to the first point 
taised by the noble Lord opposite, that 
of the Customs duty, I may tell him that 
We are trying very hard to get that duty 
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back from the Colonial Government, and 
negotiations to that end are still pro- 
ceeding. With reference to the ques- 
tion of weight, I think I shall be 
able to reassure your Lordships. First 
of all, I am informed that none of 
the jams supplied was in tins containing 
only 120%. Part of the supply was in 
tins containing 16 0z., but the bulk was 
supplied in ‘‘nominals ”’--that is to say, 
tins containing either 14 oz. or 28 oz., 1 lb. 
or 3b. ‘“ nominals.” These ‘‘ nominals” 
were either ordered as such, or were in 
execution of orders for net weights, In 
the latter case anextra number of “‘ nomi- 
nals” was supplied equivalent to the 
deficiency. [In all cases the country 
received the full quantity of jam paid 
for. When, however, the sale to which 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General re- 
fers in his Report took place in South 
Africa, the jam was sold by net weight 
and not by tins. Any apparent shortage 
is attributed in the first place to the fact 
that undoubtedly the climate would be 
expected to cause shrinkage. I am in- 
formed by officers who were in South 
Africa that in many cases when they 
opened their tins of jam they had to cut 
off a considerable thickness of sugar which 
had crystallised at the top. This was a 
shrinkage due to the climate, and it may 
in many cases have caused loss of weight. 
In the second place, the local military 
authorities, under a misapprehension, 
treated the tins as containing a full pound 
of jam each, and that is the reason why, on 
subsequent investigation, it was necessary 
for us to make a refund to the contractors 
who had bought these tins as being 16 oz. 
tins, It was simply a mistake by our 
officers out there, which we had, of course, 
to rectify. The noble Lord asks why jam 
was bought from Australia, and quotes 
the fact {that 100,000 Ibs. of jam is 
imported into Australiaevery year. Ihave 
visited Australia, and I cannot imagine 
that 100,000 lbs. of jam can possibly 
represent the whole consumption of that 
continent. 


South Africa. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: TI did not say 
it did. 


*THE Ears or DONOUGHMORE: I 
remember while in Tasmania noticing the 
enormous quaitities of fruit grown there, 


_and I think an Australian would be very 
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much upset if he were calmly informed 
that Australia was a jam importing 
country only, and was not a fit country 
to which to go to purchase jam. I 
understand that the jam was purchased 
in the Colonies at the request of the 
Colonies, who were very anxious to take 
part in provisioning the British Army. I 
do not think it was an entirely unreason- 
able thing that we should have met them 
in that matter. The noble Lord asked 
whether the War Otfice were going to see 
that the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
had a sufficient staff. I would point out 
that this has nothing whatever to do with 
the War Office. It is not our business ; 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General does 
not belong to the War Office, he belongs 
to Parliament. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: T quite recog- 
nise that. It wasmy mistake. But you 
might press the Treasury. 


*THe Ear, or DONOUGHMORE: It 
is not the Treasury, but Parliament, and 
we arealways pressing Parliament. Then 
the noble Lord asked a Question with 
reference to the mules, and stated that 
there was no proof that the animals ever 
landed at Beira. But we have a record 
of their being in camp up country. I 
have made inquiries, and am_ told 
that we have a letter stating that the 
particular vessel under review lost 111 
mules on the voyage, that on landing 
thirty-six more died, and that twenty- 
two more were lost, leaving 799 mules 
accounted for in camp. Of these 728 
were sent for the uve of the Rhodesian 
Field Force. the remaining  seventy- 
one having died. These particulars, 
combined with the fact that the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General in his Report 
accepts the statement--on page 233— 
that the mules were landed in South 
Africa, clearly establishes the claim that 
the mules did arrive. In reply to the 
noble Lord’s Question as to the statement 
that sales of forage took place to a con- 
tractor at certain prices “to enable him 
to carry out his contract,” I would inform 
him that this is one of the cases which 
have been specially referred to Sir William 
Butler’s Committee, and we look to the 
Report of that Committee to fully explain 
all the circumstances. As regards the 
packing of ammunition, we have been 
considering that matter for a long time. , 


T he Earl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 





South Africa. 1164 
Iwas down at Woolwich last Autumn, 
and saw a new form of box for packing 
ammunition, but [under tand the matter 
has not been definitely settled yet. [t 
should not be forgotten that the deteriora. 
tion of these 50,009,000 rounds of 
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ammunition was not entirely due to bad 
packing. Included in this amount was 
ammunition picked up on the veldt which 
had been dropped from soldiers’ pouches, 
and therefore the deterioration was not 
S.rprising. 

T admit that the prices we received {or 
re-sales were not high; but the noble 
Lord will, I am sure, recognise that where 
there is no demand it is often difficult to 
get any price at all, and, in cases where 
it is cheaper to sell than to move, the 
seller has to take the best price he can | 
get. Every case has to be treated on its 
merits, and the only thing to de is to try | 
your hardest to get the be-t possible price 
you can 'n each individual case. I think 
the noble Lord willadmit that we are meet: | 
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inghim by making inquiries. The fullest 
inquiries are being made, and, whatever 
may be the result of those inquiries, [can 
only repeat the statement made by my 
right hon. friend in «nother place that if 
any person is proved guilty he will be 
dealt with without fear or favour. The 
noble Lord says inquiry may be trusted 
to prevent recurrences of these incidents in 
future. Inquiry, of course, always helps 
if it results in useful information, but 
that is not all. We think we can doa 
great deal to avoid a recurrence of such 
cases in any future war, and we have 
drawn up a new system for supply 
accounting in time of war, which will 
eusure greater stmplification, and there- 
fore a more satisfactory metho of dealing 
with such matters, We have also under 
consideration the formation of a new 
accounts department, or financis! branch 
of the Army, which will go to the seat of 
war. This branch will in no way decrease 
the responsibility of supply officers for 
purchase and sale of stores, but they will 
in future have at their elbow. if they 
require it, the benefit of the advice of 
financial experts. There will also be this 
safeguard on behalf of the public, that; 
the review of all cases in time of war will) 
take place on the spot, and not, as now, 
months afterwards. I do not wish to go 
into the details of the new organisation. 
They are already in your Lordships’ 
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possession in the Memorandum of my 
right hon. friend; but I trust I have said 
mough to show that if any fraud has 
aken place we are hot upon the track of 
t, and if what has taken place has been 
ue to ignorance, we are, I hope, greasing 
he wheels in order to carry matters in the 
rght direction to avoid this in the future. 
[hope that in the circumstances my 
uble friend will not see any necessity 
topress his Motion. 


Lorvpd MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
jo not propose to press my Motion. 
[only knew this afternoon that Sir 


Wiliam Butler was to be examined 
bore the Public Accounts Com- 
uittee and that matters were in fair 


tuin for the issuing of a Report before 
teend of May. With one or two of the 
servations Which the noble Earl made 
Irannot quite agree. Ido not think he 
has fully explained the wastage in regard 
tothe jam. It seems to me that a large 
qantity of pots of jam which ought to 


Bhave contained 14 oz. only contained 


!20z. of eatable jam, the remainder not 
peing up to the mark. When he says the 
net weight was made up, I suppose he 
means th: net weight taking into con- 
kideration in that net weight the solid 
htuff at the top of the jam which was not 
vatable; so that apparently there was a 
ertain amount of wastage, and when the 
am was sold again vou had to take off 
P oz. in every 14 oz. 


THe Ear, or DONOUGHMORE : In 


some Cases. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I think it is 
rather strange that the noble Earl should 
still stick to his guns with regard to 
buying jam from Australia. Surely it is 
astrange proceeding to go to Australia 
to provide jam for British troops inasmuch 
ay Australia buys a good part of the jam 
she consumes from England, not produc- 
ing enough for her own consumption. It 
would undoubtedly have been cheaper to 
have used English jam. As to the mules, 
Tam very glad to hear they did arrive, 
but there is no evidence of that in the 
Auditor-General’s Report. I am also 
glad to hear from the noble Karl that the 
War Office are considering the question 
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of packing ammunition and will shortly 
come to some conclusion with regard to 


that. But the noble Earl has not 
answered my Question with regard 
to the sale of new suits at half 


[ congratulate him 
on the establishment of the new supply 
accounting branch and the new accounts 
branch. I think he has answered me as 
fully as he could in the circumstances, 
and I withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


MILITARY BUILDINGS AT ST. LUCIA. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
rise to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for War what expenditure and what 
contract liabilities have been incurred 
for the barracks, hospital, and other 
buildings erected by the military authori- 
ties at St. Lucia during the last three 
years; whether it is the fact that, in 
spite of the decision to withdraw British 
troops from the West Indies, the works 
are still being continued at St. Lucia; 
and, if so, why, and to what use it 
is intended to put these buildings in the 
future. 


This, question raises an important point 
of policy and also refers to a_ large 
expenditure of money. I think it is 
only fair that I should state the reason 
why I have placed it on the Paper. I 
do not pretend that it is based upon first- 
hand information. It is fifteen years 
since I was at St. Lucia, and these 
buildings were not then thought of; but 
it so happens that at this moment [ have 
a great personal friend in the West 
Indies who is a solid and trustworthy 
person, and not one likely to be led astray 
by mere gossip. Writing to me on 
February 22nd, he describes a visit he 
paid to these barracks and buildings, and 
goes on to say— 

‘‘Even the colonists who have profited by 
the expenditure openly laugh at the absurdity 
of having erected expensive barracks and a 
large hospital for troops within the last three 
years and then deciding that they shall not be 
used. [ am told that in this island alone over 
£1,000,000 sterling has been so spent. The 
same thing ona greater or less scale has been 
going on allround. A year or two ago asort of 
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funicular tramway was made from the harbour 
to the barracks at the top of the hill. 1t was so 
badly constructed and engineered that a serious 
accident happened the first time it was used, 
and it has never been tried since, and the 
thousands which it cost have been thrown away.” 


Military Buildings 


A week later he writes to me as 
follows— 


‘Since writing I have heard that the bar- 
racks hospital, and other buildings erected by 
the military authorities at St. Lucia have cost 
£3,000,000. Apparently, under their contract 
they have no power to stop the work, so that 
although they have decided to remove the 
troops and have no further use for the barracks 
it is cheaper to continue to build rather than 
pay heavy penalties for breach of contract.” 


I think your Lordships will agree that 
even if there is only a moderate amount 
of foundation for the statements con- 
tained in these letters, I was justified 
in bringing the matter before your Lord- 


ships’ notice for the purpose of eliciting | 


information with regard to it. If I 
might add one further Question to those 


on the Paper, I would ask the noble | 


Earl how far the Colonial Office was 
responsible for the initiation of these 


works, and whether the late Colonia] otan 
| buildings were part of a scheme of naval 


Secretary was responsible for the works 
when they were undertaken. 


Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
My Lords, I am happy to be able to 
inform my noble friend that the case is 
not quite such a grave one as his friend 
thinks. I am informed that the expendi- 
ture at St. Lucia during the last three 
years is £153,086. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Will the 


on these buildings ? 


*Toe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
I have not got the total expenditure. 
The noble Lord in his Question asks me 
to state what expenditure has been 
incurred during the last three years, and 
that figure I have given him. I shall 
be glad to get him the other figures if 
he requires them. It is not the fact 
that the works are still being continued at 
St. Lucia, except that we felt it would 
be unwise to allow any building to remain 
not watertight. Therefore, we are com- 
pleting any particular single building 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS! 








at St. Lueia. 
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that was not finished in order to make it 
watertight in case it is ever required, 
We do not, however, anticipate that it 
will be required in the early future, 
The noble Lord next asked to what use 
it was intended to put these buildings 
in the future. As far as I know it is 
not intended to use them for any pur. 
pose at all. We are going to put 
caretakers in and leave them in thei 
charge. The noble Lord will, I am sure, 
understand that in making a building 
watertight we are not necessarily com. 
mitted to carry out the whole scheme 
originally intended if St. Lucia had been 
retained as a defended port. It is not 
our usual custom to make contracts for 
entire schemes, but for individual build. 
ings or groups of buildings, and I do not 
anticipate that the sum necessary to 
finish off these buildings and make them 
watertight will be very large. As to the 
attitude of the Colonial Office in this 
matter—I am speaking without book, 
because the noble Lord did not give 


/me notice of this Question—I should 





| hinted at. 


noble Earl give me the total expenditure | 02 the Navy Estimates, but on the other 


| Estimates.” 





had 
These 


think that the Colonial Office 
nothing to do with it at all. 


and military policy. I shall be prepared 
to make further inquiry in the matter if 
the noble Lord wishes it. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I made 
some remarks the other night oa the 
expenditure at St. Lucia, and my noble 
friend the First Lord of the Admiralty in 
his reply rather denied that there had 
been any large expenditure such as I 
I immediately replied, ‘ Not 


I think we ought to have 
from the noble Karl a full account of the 
total expenditure on these buildings. 
The fact that the Government have spent 
large sums of money on there barracks 
and other buildings, and have now 
decided not to use them, is a strong con- 
demnation of their previous policy. The 
noble Earl says he does not believe that 
the Colonial Office had anything to do 
with this. If I remember rightly there 
was a very important Joint Committee, 
which I kaew very well when I was at 
the Admiralty—the Colonial Defence 
Committee, on which the Admiralty, the 
War Office, and the Colonial Office were 
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represented—which constantly went into 
all questions of this sort, and they were, 
I imagine, responsible for this large 
expenditure. I am glad to hear the 
promise which has been given by the 
noble Earl that we shall have a full 
account of the monies that have been 
pent on these works. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
lanspDOWNE): My Lords, the Question 
a the Paper had reference to the ex- 
pnditure during the last three years, 
ad that Question was answered 
utegorically by my noble friend. 
(f course, the other information can 
asily be provided, and I dare say 
it will show, as the noble Earl supposes, 
that very large sums of money have been 
gent in past years on St. Lucia, The 
hict is, there has been a change of naval 
plicy, and these things will hapven. If 
the noble Karl suggests that after we 
have spent a great deal of money on 
mval bases in different parts of the 
world, we are bound to stick to those 
naval bases and go on spending money 
upon them, IT must take leave to differ 
from him. 


EarL SPENCER: I particularly said 
the other night that I did not condemn 
th: course taken by the Government, but 
thit I thought that after a deliberate 
policy had. been adopted a full and ample 
justification of the change should be 
made, 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: | 
have no doubt that the change of policy 
£nld be fully explained, if desired, by 
agsons Claiming more expert knowledge 
avhese matters than I possess. I believe 
ce noble Earl is quite right when he 
sis that the expenditure incurred in 
Survyeats was incurred after examina- 
act and discussion by that very 
portant and useful body, as it then 
8s, the Colonial Defence Committee, on 
which all the Departments responsible 
Were represented. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Six o'clock, till to- 


morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 27th March, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 


Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [not amended], Considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement 
Bill; Otley Gas and Improvement Bill. 
Reported from the Police and Sanitary 
Committee, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Leeds 
Corporation (Consolidation) Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for authorising the Entre Rios 
Railways Company, Limited, to increase 
lis capital, and to fund the arrears ot 
dividends on its preference shares by the 
issue of fully- paid second preference 
stock ; and for other purposes.” [Entre 


Rios Railwa’s Bill { Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
au‘horising the Cordoba and Rosario 
Railway Company, Limited, to increase 
its capital, and to fund the arrears of 
dividends on its preferred shares by the 
issue of fully - paid second preferred 
shares; and for other purposes.” [Cor- 
doba and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords.} 


And, also, a bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
for the abandonment of the railways and 
works authorised by the Hastings Har- 
bour District Railway Acts, 1897 and 
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1903.” [Hastings Harbour District Rail- 
way (Abandonment) Bill [Lords. ] 


Ente Rios Railways Bill [Lor!s]; 
Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Hasiings Harbour District Rail- 
way (Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS, 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Altrincham; 
and Bermondsey and Rotherhithe; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN. 
Petition from Aberdeen, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


—— 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MEDICAL COUNCILS, 

Accounts presented, for 1904, of the 
General Medical Council and Branch 
Councils, and of the Dental Registration 
Fund [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Hastings 
Harbour District Railway (Abandoament) 
Bill and the objects thereof [pursuant to 
Standing Order 1588]; referred to the 
Committee on the Bill. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
Proceedings under the Tithe Acts, Copy- 
hold Act, 1894, Inclosure Acts, and other 
Acts for the year 1904 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES. 

Copy presented, of Annual Reports of 
Proceedings under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs 
(Weighing of Cattle) Acts, ete., for the 
year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (IRELAND) : 





Questions. 
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(INSPECTORS AND AUDITORS). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 27th February; Mr, J. P, 
Farrell]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (EMPLOYMENT OF TROOPS 
OUT OF INDIA). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 20th March ; Sir Walter Foster]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 99.] 


VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFI- 
CATES. 

Address for “ Return of the Circular 
Letter on the subject of Vaccination 
Exemption Certificates, issued by the 
Home Office on the lst day of September, 
1904.”—-(Mr. Weir.) 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, ‘‘ showing (1) the pro- 
ceedings of parish councils in regard to 
Allotments and Common Pasture under 
Section 26 of the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894; and (2) the pro- 
ceedings of county councils in regard to 
representations by parish councils for 
orders under the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, Section 26, author- 
ising land to be taken on lease compul- 
sorily for Allotments since the date of 
the last Return on the &th day of July 
last (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 245, of Session 1904).”— 
(Mr. Eugene Wason.) 


£ FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE, 


Copy ordered, ‘“‘ of Monthly Accounts 
relating to the Trade and Commerce of 
certain Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


ue 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ‘8 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTE" 


is 

OW 

Discontinuance of Barrack Buiz.con- 
owing to Abandonment of Army Corp, 
Scheme. “at 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristuy 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what barracks and other buildlings 
have been discontinued in consequence 
of the abandonment of the Army Corps 
scheme; and what money has been 


, already expended upon such buildings. 
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Forster.) No barracks or other buildings 
have been discontinued. The construc- 
tion of certain barracks at one time 
contemplated has not been proceeded 
with. 


*South African War Contracts—Short- 

weight Jam. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
yorough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
alled to the statement of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General that on the sale of 
surplus jam after the South African War 
1,350,816 tins, supposed to contain 1 lb. 
of jam, contained only 12 oz. each; what 
vercentage of the quantity supplied is 
presented by the 1,350,816 tins; who 
vere the contractors who supplied this 
jm; wha steps, if any, have been 
tuken to obtain repayment of the amount 
overcharged ; whether these contractors 
sre still on the list of Government 
contractors; if so, why have they not 
teen removed from the list. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The orders for the jam were 
placed through the Agents-General for 
the Colonies, and the names of the con- 
tractors are not known in this country. 
I am not yet in a position to give further 
information on the other points raised in 
the Question. This is one of the ques- 
tions which is still sub judice. 


Transvaal Loan—-Payment of Premiums 
to Transvaal Treasury. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the guarantors of the 
first instalment of £10,000,000 of the 
£30,000,000 Transvaal Loan stipulated 
as a condition of their guarantee that 
any premiums which might be received 
on the issue of any part of the £30,000,000 
should be paid into the Transvaal Trea- 
Sury; and whether this condition was 
agreed to by Lord Milner. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
It was stated by the guarantors in a 
letter to Lord Milner that this was so 
understood, and Lord Milner informed 





*We are informed that this Question and 


Answer were accidentally omitted from the 


Votes of March 16th. 


VOL. CXLIII. [Fourts Sertzs.] 


{27 Marca 1905} 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- | 
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them, in reply, that, although he was 
not in a position to commit His Majesty’s 


Questions. 


,Government, he believed it was never 


intended that His Majesty’s Government 
should receive under the arrangement 
more than £30,000,000. I would refer 
the hon. Member to pages 2 and 4 of Cd. 
1895. 


Water Supply of Ross-shire Schools. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
the names of the schools on the main- 
land of Ross-shire which have water laid 
on to the premises, and those which 
have not. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) I 
cannot at present give the hon. Member 
the information he desires, but as soon as 
it has been obtained I shall be ready to 
communicate it to him. 


Return of Burgh Charities (Scotland). 
Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 


| will supplement the Return of Parochial 


Charities in Scotland, promised in his 
Answer to the Question on the subject 
of July 11thf last, by adding a Return 
of Burgh Charities. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 
Before giving a final reply to the Ques- 
tion the Secretary for Scotland would 
desire to be further informed as to the 
extent and purport of the Return of 
Burgh Charities now desired. Perhaps 
the right hon. Member would confer with 
me on the subject. 


Operations of Bond Investment 
Companies. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether he will 
cause inquiries to be made as to the 
operations of bond investment companies, 
and the necessity, if any, which exists 
for Government supervision of their 
transactions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Question asked by the hon. Member 
requires consideration, and I shall be 
glad if he will repeat his Question in a 
week’s time. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxvii., 1187. 
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New Patent Rules. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if the new Patent Rules 
for 1905 have been laid upon the Table, 
and if opportunity will be afforded of 
discussing them before the expiration of 
the statutory period, and when this date 
will be reached. 


{COMMONS} 





(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The | 
Rules were laid upon the Table of the | 
House on February 15th, and the period | 
of forty days within which the House | 
may resolve that the Rules or any of | 
them ought to be annulled expires to- | 
day. | 





Questions. 1176 


Import Duty on, and Prices of, Wheat in 
England, France. Germany, and Italy. 
Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
what were the duties on imported wheat 
per imperial quarter in the United 
Kingdom, France, Germany, and Italy, 
respectively, during the year 1904; what 
were the average prices of wheat per 
imperial quarter in each of those countries 
during that year; and what were the 
estimated percentages of imported wheat 
in the total wheat supp!y of each of those 
countries during the same period. 


(Answered by Mr Bonar Law.) 








| United Kingdom. France. Germany. | Italy. 
Duty on imported nil 12s. 3d, 7s. 7d. | 13s 
wheat per im- | 
perial quarter | 
in 1904 | 
28s, 4d. 58s. | 
Average price of — (English Gazette (Berlin price) | 
wheat per im- price) on. | 41s. ld 
perial quarter 505. ( ate 6. | 36s. 9d. Than si 
in 1904 | (Average import | | (Breslau price) | 
| value) } | | 
Percentage of im- | 82 2°9 | 37°2 | 134 
ports to total | | 
supply (cereal | | 
year 1903-4) | 
| 
Telegraphic Communication between | able, owing to their proximity to the 


Wolf or Longships Lighthouses and 
the Shore. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To | 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade | 
whether there is telegraphic com- 
muni-ation of any kind between the 
Wolf or Longships lighthouses and the 
shore; and, if not, whether it can be 
established at an early date in view of 
the recent loss of life in the wreck of the 


ship ‘‘ Khyber.” 


(Answered by Mr, Bonar Law.) No, 
Sir, there is no telegraphic communi- 
cation between these two lighthouses 
and the shore; but both stations are 





mainland, to communicate with the 
shore on clear nights by means of special 
signalling lamps provided for the 
purpose. Communication from _ the 
Longships can also be made by day by 
semaphore or explosive rocket, and by 
night by explosive rocket. As the hon. 
Member is aware, communication by 
wireless telegraphy is about to be 
established between six lightships and 


the shore, and if the experiment is found | 


to be successful the system will, no 
doubt, be extended to other outlying 
light-stations. I can only say, at 
present, that the case of these two 
lighthouses will receive consideration. 
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Voluntary Sebeetintions to, and Oost of Armagh Postal Staff. 
Maiaotenance of, Non-provided Schools 


in England and Wales. 


Dr. SHIPMAN: To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Education what 
was ihe total amount of voluntary 
subscriptions to non-provided schools in 
England and Wales during the educa- 
tional year 1903-4; and what was the 
estimated total cost of the maintenance 
vf those schools during that year, 
listinguishing the amount received from 
Goverament grants and from local 
taxation respectively. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
period as to which the hon, Member 
desires information was a transitional 
ine, and, since the Act came into force 
at a different date in different areas, the 
Board have found it impossible to 
s‘tempt to collect any complete or 
‘atisfactory information on the points 
raised in the Question. I am _ sorry, 
therefore, that I cannot give the hon. 
Member the figures he asks for. 


Compulsory Transfer of Female Tele- 

graphists from Bath. 

Mr. BARLOW — (Somersetshire, 
Frome): ‘l'o ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that the three 
female telegraphists stationed at Bath, 
whom he has decided to transfer to other 
towns, entered the Bath Post Office as a 
result of open competitions for vacancies 
in that town only; and, if so, will he say 
whether compulsory transfer to other 
towns will be consistent with the 
cond'tions laid down by the Civil Service 


Commissioners; and whether he will 
reconsider his decision. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) ‘The 


transfer of these three telegraphists to 
another town is not inconsistent with the 
Civil Service Commissioners’ announce- 
ment which states the conditions of their 
service as learners. I recognise the 
desirability of avoiding as far as possible 
the compulsory transfer of female 
telegraphists; but in the present case, 
owing to the conditions at Bath, it has 
been found necessary to dim'nish the 
staff of women employed there, and the 
transfer of some of their number is 
unavoidable. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that the indoor working staff 
at Armagh consists of seven qualified 
male officers and seven females and 
learners, and that the women and 
learners are exempt from money-order 
work, night duty, and the handling of 
the principal mail despatches ; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
male staff has been further reduced 
temporarily by two officers withdrawn 
for work elsewhere, he will take steps to 
relieve the strain in consequence placed 
upon the remainder of the staff. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The in- 
door male staff actually employed at the 
Armagh Post Office has been reduced 
temporarily by one officer, who is in 
charge of a sub-post office, and not by 
two as the hon. Member appears to 
think, the second officer detatched for 
duty elsewhere being a female. I am 
satisfied that the male staff is not sub- 
jected to any undue strain in con- 
sequence of this temporary reduction. 


Jurisdiction and Postal Service in 
Zanzibar. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Aifairs whether the 
agreement which was under negotiation 
in regard to jurisdiction and_ postal 
service in Zanzibar, referred to in 
Clause 2 of the Declaration made on 
April 8th, 1904, between the United 
Kingdom and France, and in con- 
sequence of which the Government with- 
drew their protest against the Customs 
tariff established at Madagascar after the 
annexation of that island by France, has 
been completed; and, if so, what is the 
effect of such agreement. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The agree- 
ment was con:luded on 13th May last. 
In accordance with its provisions, the 
French post office at Zanzibar was closed 
on July 3lst last, and the French 
Consu’ar Court on L5th September. 


Relief for Unemployed-—-Expenditure by 
Metropolitan Borough Councils. 


Mx. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 


the Presilent of the Local Government 
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Board whether he will grant a Return 
showing the amounts of the moneys 
which have been expended by the several 
metropolitan borough councils to provide 
relief for the unemployed during the 
winter 1904-5. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
shall be happy to give a Return on the 
subject, and I will communicate with my 


hon. friend as to the form of the Motion | 


for the Return. 


Part Payment of Poor Rate. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is willing to direct or 
recommend the overseers collecting the 
poor rate to receive part payment thereof 
in cases where the ratepayer refuses or 
omits to pay the whole rate. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) It 


rests with the overseers to decide whether 


{COMMONS} 


| 
} 
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School of Brewing in connection with the 
University of Birmingham hasnot fulfilled 
the expectations of its founders; that to 
provide against the closing of the school 
a professional laboratory, in competition 
with private analysts, is to be established 
for the purpose of analysing brewers’ 
samples; that it is proposed to advertise 
the existence of the laboratory to the 
brewing trade generally; and that the 
local brewers, in consideration of having 
guaranteed a sum towards the mainten- 


'ance of the school, are to have their 


| he 


they will or will not receive part payment | 
of a poor rate in any particular case in 
which the ratepayer refuses or omits to | 


pay the whole rate, and I am not pre- 
pared to interfere with their discretion 
in the matter. 


Outstanding Exchequer and Treasury 
Bills. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor 
what is the total of Exchequer and 


analytical work done at the school 
laboratory free of cost to the extent of 
their respective guarantees; and whether 
will take steps to prevent an 
institution supported partly out of public 
funds being thus used in competition with 
private professional analysts. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I am informed that the School of Brewing 
has completely fulfilled the expectations 
of its founders and is now in a most 
flourishing condition; the buildings, 
equipment, and annual working cost have 
all been provided by the Birmingham 


| and Midland Counties Wholesale Brewers 


| Association, so that no part of the funds 


of the University or the Government 


|grant have been used in founding or 


'carrying on the school. 


of the Exchequer | 
| gentlemen who 


Treasury Bills outstanding at the present | 


time; and also the total of the same class 


or classes of Bills outstanding on same | 


date in March of each of the last three 
years. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Statements relating to the Unfunded 


The scientific 
work done in the school is the subject of 
&@ complimentary reference from the 
carried out the last 
quinquennial inspection on behalf of the 
Treasury in 1901. I understand that it 
is now proposed to make additions to the 


' school as a result of a visit made by a 


Debt which are issued at different dates | 


Cause great inconvenience and are apt 


to mislead; perhaps the hon. Member | 


will kindly await the delivery of the 
Budget Statement. If the details I then 


give respecting the National Debt are | 


insufficient I shall be happy to supple- 
ment them. 


Birmingham School of Brewing — Com 
petition of Laboratory with Private 
Analysts. 
Mr. LEIF 

Appleby): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 


JONES (Westmoreland, 


deputation from the Board of Manage- 
ment to the schools of Ghent, Berlin, 
Vienna, Munich, and Paris. I see no 
reason for any Treasury interference. 


Purchase of Rifles by Indian Govern- 
ment. 


CoLoNEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he can state the price 
paid for rifles bought by the Indian 
Government this financial year, and the 
number of rifles thus purchased from the 
Home Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The price paid for magazine Lee-Enfield 


Exchequer whether he is aware that the | rifles in 1904-5 is £4 9s. 6d. per arm, 
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including cost of inspection and other 
departmental expenses. This rate is, 
however, subject to adjustment when 
the actual cost of manufacture in the 
Royal Ordnance Factories has been 
ascertained. The number of rifles pur- 
chased was 92,574. 


Appointment of Head Constable Bratton, 
of Athy, County Kildare. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland at what age, and 
on what date, Head Constable Samuel 
Bratton, of Athy, county Kildare, first 
became a member of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) At 
the age of 21 years, and on September 
6th, 1876. 


ODonel Estate, Newport. County Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
how many years the O’Donel Estate at 
Newport, county Mayo, has been in 
Chancery; how many applications for 
purchase have been made by the Con- 
gested Districts Board and the Estates 
Commissioners; who are the trustees of 
the estate; and what is the cause of the 
delay in the sale of the estate to the 
Congested Districts Board or the Estates 
Commissioners. 


(Answeredby Mr. Walter Long.) The peti- 
tion for sale of this estate was filed in 1893. 
The Commissioners have made no offer 
to purchase, but the Congested Districts 
Board have been in communication with 
the Land Judge in respect to the issue of 
a request under Section 77 of the Act of 
1903. The matter will come before the 
Land Judge for consideration early next 
sittings, 


Names and Previous Occupations of Irish 
Local Government Board Auditors. 
Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): To ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the names and previous occupations of 
the Local Government Board auditors 
for Ireland, 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 


information will be found in a Return 
presented to Parliament in 1902 
(Parliamentary Paper No. 146 of that’ 
session), supplemented by a similar 
Return which is now about to be laid 


Questions, 


upon the Table. 


Discharge of Assistant Teacher of School 
Roll No. 15,008. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of [reland under what cir- 
cumstances, and for what special reason, 
senior and higher qualified 


15,008, dismissed on the reduction of 
the average school attendance; has this 
teacher capably discharged her duty 
during her service of twenty-two years ; 
and has anything been alleged by the 
inspectors of the Board of Education 
against her competency ana qualifications, 
and is she now eligible for reinstatement 
in her former position, or, failing that, 
for a suitable pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners were obliged, under the 
rules, to withdraw salary from one of the 
two assistant teachers in this school in 
consequence of the insufficiency of the 
average attendance of pupils. The 
services of the assistant referred toin the 
Question were discontinued because the 
manager, in the exercise of his powers, 
elected to retain the otherassistant. The 
service of the discharged assistant has 
been satisfactory, but it is stated that 
she suflers from a physical defect which 
militates against her usefulness. If, 
however, she should be selected as 
assistant by any school manager her case 


will be specially considered by the 
Commissioners. She is not eligible for a 
pension. 


Conduct of Constables Gumbleton and 
Roche at Belmullet. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, 

ask the Chief Secretary to 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
attention has been called to the 
conduct of two constables of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary, Gumbleton 
and Roche, on the evening of January 
28th, on the public road _ outside 
Belmullet, when they assaulted John 


N.): To 
the Lord- 
his 
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Munnelly, and compelled him to walk up 
and down the public road for fifty yards 
to enable them to judge whether he was 
under the influence of drink; and when 
Munnelly escaped from the police pursued 
him and subsequently took him to the 
police barracks at Belmullet; whether, 
seeing that the charge made against 
Munnelly at the Belmullet Petty Sessions 
of having been under the influence of drink 
on the occasion in question was dismissed, 
he will order an inquiry into the whole 


Questions. 


matter; and will he consider the ad- 
visability of having these constables 
removed to another station. 

(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) Mr. 


Munnelly was arrested by the constables 
named for drunkenness while in charge of 
a horse, and he was also charged with 
assaulting Constable Gumbleton when 
being arrested. A counter charge of 
assault was brought by Mr. Munnelly 
against Constable Gumbleton. The magis- 
trates dismissed the complaints on both 
sides, but expressed the opinion that Mr, 
Munnelly, though not drunk, was under 
the influence of drink when arrested. 
The question of holding a disciplinary 
inquiry into the matter will not be 
decided pending the result of a civil 
action which, it is stated, Mr. Munnelly 
is about to institute, 


Qualifications of Headmaster of Technical 
Instruction at Armagh. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state what 
were the certificates of qualification held 
by the present headmaster of technical 
instruction of Aimagh previous to his 
appointment ; and why is registration as 
a teacher under the Act of 1902 not 
considered necessary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
headmaster held the following certificates. 
From the City and Guilds of London 
Institute: Full technological certificate 
in masonry, honours certificates in 
brickwork and plumbing, and first prize 
for practical leadwork. From the Board 
of Education, London : 
cates in practical, plane, and_ solid 
geometry, building construction, and 
mathematics, and pass certificates in other 
subjects, including carpentry and joinery, 


{COMMONS} 


To ask | 


Advanced certifi- | 








Questions. 1184 
practical mathematics, and applied 
mechanics. He also took first ploce at an 


examination for the post of assistant 
county surveyor in Ireland. I am not 
aware of any Act of 1902 applying to 
Treland which bears on the subject. 


Irish Agricultural Departmeut—Transfer 


of a Catholic Clerk. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Coun‘y, 
Ossory): ‘To ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
since the Agricultural D:partment state 
that the*Catholic clerk transferred from 
the veterinary to the fisheries branch did 
not suffer diminution of income, he will 
explain why this gentleman is now re- 
stricted to «a class salary of £95, whereas 
he formerly received approximately £15 
| extra for acting as clerk in waiting. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Over- 
|time earnings are not recognised as a 
| regular part of official income, and no 
individual clerk has any vested right to 
be employed on overtime duty. 


Field Guns for 4th West York Volunteer 
Artillery. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask 
| the Secretary of State for War why the 
;modern 15-pounder field guns officia ly 
promised to the 4th West York 
Volunteer Artillery in 1901, in replace- 
| ment of their museum guns, have not 


| been delivered. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) It is regretted that no moderi 
15-pounder field guns are at present 
available for issue to the 4:h West York 
Volunteer Artillery. 


Mobilisation Manuals. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To ask 
| the Secretary of State for War whether 
mobilisation manuals, such as are in use 
in India, have yet been prepared for the 
Remount Department at Home. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) A remount manual has been 





ing instructions for officers employed on 
remount duties at home and abroad. 
A mobilisation scheme for the provis on 
of horses for Home defence has also been 
prepared in each of the Home commands, 


| 





prepared for use on mobilisation, contain- | 
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which is kept up to date by the local 
staff. 


Issue of Somaliland Medals. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether there 
is any difficulty in the way of the 
immediate issue Of a medal ora ribbon to 
the officers and men who were engaged in 
the recent Somaliland expeditions; and 
how soon such issue will be made. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Issue has been made already of 
all medals and clasps due on those,medal 
rolls which have been forwarded to the 
War Office. 


Barracks on Salisbury Plain—Further 
Expenditure. 

Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
what further sums of money it is likely 
will be spent in connection with the 
barracks on Salisbury Plain. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) It is estimated that a further 
sum of £757,000 will be spent on barracks 
on Salisbury Plain, partly on new works 
and partly on continuation services. 


Reduction of Transvaal Constabulary 
Force--Maintenance of Order between 
Chinese and Kafiirs. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (1) whether he has received any 
recommendations or suggestions from the 
Government of the Transvaal Colony 
that the cost of the constabulary force 
should and may with safety be reduced ; 
(2) and whether he wiil consider the 
advisability of charging the cost of 
preserving order between Kaffirs and 
Chinese on the Rand to the companies 
owning the mines. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
(1) I have not recently received any 
recommendation as to the reduction of 
the South African Constabulary, the 
estimated cost of which for the current 
year is £1,110,300 as compared with a 
sum of £1,520,000 voted for the previous 


year. (2) The duty of preserving order | 


within the compounds falls upon the 
mining companies, who employ their own 
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Chinese police, for whom they pay. 
The ordinary town police force, or South 
African Constabulary, would only be 
called in under exceptional circumstances. 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Navy Retirement Regulations. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty why it is that 
His Majesty’s naval officers are to be 
compulsorily retired on attaining the 
age of sixty, while officers in the Army 
are not compulsorily retired until the 
age Of sixty-five. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The age for compulsory retire- 
ment in the Navy is not a general one, 
as the hon. Member seems to think. It 
varies according to the rank of the 
officers. For instance, admirals and 
vice-admirals are compulsorily retired 
at sixty-five, rear admirals at sixty, and 
captains at fifty-five. No change in 
these regulations is proposed. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: Why are 
officers in the Navy retired at an earlier 
age than those in the Army ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: They are not. 


South African War Jam Contracts— 
Government Explanation. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I’beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is now in receipt from 
the Colonial Governments of the names 
of the contractors who supplied 1,350,816 
tins of jam for South Africa, each tin 
containing, as described in the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General, 
12 ounces of jam instead of 1 Ib.; and 
whether he can say how it was that 
shortage on so large a scale passed un- 
noticed when the goods first passed into 
the hands of the War Office authorities 
in South Africa. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : The 
War Department is now in possession of 
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the names 
supplied jam to South Africa from 
Australia and Tasmania. But as the 
Question put might convey some reflec- 
tion on the firms concerned, I should like 


Questions. 


to take this opportunity of making a. 


statement on the facts of the case. None 
of the jam so supplied was in tins con- 
taining only twelve ounces. Part of the 
supply was in tins containing sixteen 
ounces, but the bulk was in nominals 
containing either fourteen ounces or 
twenty-eight ounces (one pound and two 
pound nominals). These nominals were 
either ordered as such or were in execu- 
tion of orders for net weights. In the 
latter case an extra number of nominals 
was supplied equivalent to the deficiency. 
In all cases the country received the full 
quantity of jam paid for. When, how- 
ever, the sale to which the Comptroller 
and Auditor-Genera! refers took place in 
South Africa, the jam was sold by net 
weight and not by tins. Any apparent 
shortage is attributed to the fact that in 
the first place certain shrinkages had 
occurred through the heat and exposure 
to which the goods were, of necessity, 
subjected, and that, in the second place, 
the local military authorities had, under 
& misapprehension, treated the tins as 
containing full pounds of jam. 


Western Australia— TIll-treatment of 
Aborigines. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the ill-treatment of the 
aborigines of Western Australia, as dis- 
closed in the Report of the Royal 
Commission; and whether he proposes 
to take any steps to remedy this state 
of things. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have just 
received the Report referred to, which 
is dated December 29th last. As I 
stated in reply to a Question by the hon. 
Member for East Cork on March I|stt, 
I understand that legislation will shorily 
be introduced in Western Australia 
dealing with the abuses disclosed in the 
Report. I have asked the Governor to 


t See (4) Debates, exlii., 10. 
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of the contractors who;inform me as soon as possible what 
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action his Ministers propose to take in 
the matter. 


Liquor Shops in Madras Presidency. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been drawn to the questions recently 
addressed by the Board of Revenue in 
the Madras Presidency to the. collectors 
in reference to the desirability of a 
reduct‘on in the number of liquor shops 
in the towns and districts; whether he 
is aware that the collectors in most 
céses recommended reductions; whether 
the Board of Revenue declined to approve 
of these recommendations; and, if so, 
whether he will state the grounds upoa 
which this decision was arrived at. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have not seen the reference nor 
the replies made by collectors. In 
reviewing the Excise Report for 1903-4 
the Madras Board of Revenue deal with 
the subject, and explain that no great 
reductions in the number of shops were 
in their opinion possible, as the number 
had already been fixed with care and was 
not excessive. 


Deaths from Plague and Smallpox in 
India. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will give the latest figures as 
to the number of deaths from plague and 
smallpox in India; whether he will state 
the number of deaths from plague since 
January Ist, 1905; and whether he is in 
a@ position to make a statement as to 
what special steps the Government of 
India are taking to reduce the rate of 
mortality and to prevent the spread of 
the disease. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Iam unable to give 
figures regarding deaths from smallpox, 
as they are not specially returned to me. 
For plague the latest received figures are 
for the month of February, namely, 
126,041 deaths. The total number of 
deaths from plague since January Ist up 
to the end of February is 252,567. I 
have been in communication with the 


Viceroy as to whether more can be done 
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to remedy the present deplorable loss of 
life. It has been decided to send out a 
scientific expedition to make a thorough 
investigation into the origin and causes 
of plague. The Royal Society and the 
Lister Institute have undertaken the 
direction of the inquiry, and arrange- 
ments for starting it at once have been 
nade. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
asked whether plague had not something 
t) do with want of food owing to the 


eormous taxation placed upon the 
Indian people. 
Mr. BRODRICK: We have no 


evidence to that effect. It is almost im- 
possible to trace any special cause for the 
increase in the number of deaths, but 
there is one satisfactory feature, which 
3 that the number of infected areas has 
Lot increased, 


Me, LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will the 
nght hon. Gentleman try the effect of 
abolishing the salt tax ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The present Indian 
Sudget has made a considerable reduc- 
tion in the salt duty. 


Italy and the Congo Free State. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any information 
to the effect that the Italian Government 
has announced that it will refuse per- 
mission to any Italian officer to take 
service under the Government of the 
Congo Free State; and, if so, if he can 
state what are the reasons given by the 
Italian Government for this action. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 
Kensington, $.): No such information 
has been received by His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Salonica Disturbances. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for West Donegal, I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
official information 
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a band of thirty-one komitajis, under 
their leader Apostol, was recently exter- 
minated in the Salonica district, and 
that the Austrian officer who visited 
the scene has reported that all the 
corpses were mutilated. 


Questions. 


EarL PERCY: It appears that an en- 
counter at the village of Smol between 
the Turkish troops and a band of about 
forty komitajis resulted in nine casualties 
to the former, and the extermination of 
the band, with the exception of the leader 
Apostol and four others who escaped. A 
Russian gendarmerie officer was a witness 
of the engagement, and His Majesty’s 
Consul reports, as a satisfactory feature, 
the fact that discipline was enforced 
among the troops and that no damage 
was inflicted upon either the village or 
its inhabitants. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: Were the 
bodies mutilated ? 


EarL PERCY: I am not aware. 


Turkish Outrages at Kuklish. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for West Donegal, I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether any punitive 
action is to be taken as a result of the 
report of the Russian gendarmerie officer 
on the outrages committed by the 
Turkish troops at Kuklish on 16th Feb- 
ruary. 


Hart PERCY: His Majesty’s Am- 
bassador at Constantinople has made 
earnest representations to the Grand 
Vizier with a view to the punishment of 
any persons who may have been respon- 
sible for excesses, and a Commission has 
been appointed to institute a full in- 
quiry, at which the Russian gendarmerie 
officer will be present. 


Grants to English University Colleges. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if it is a statutory requirement, 
in the case of grants in aid of University 
colleges in England, that four times the 
amount is required from local subscrip- 
tio.s before anything is derived from 
the public funds; and, if so, what is 
the statute in which it is to be found. 
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THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): My right hon. friend 
has asked me to reply to this Question. 
There are no such statutory requirements. 


Mr. CLANCY: Are there any require- 
ments, statutory or otherwise ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There has been such a requirement in 
regard to the grant in past times. But 
proposals in regard to the future allocation 
of the grant have been made by the 
Committee presided over by Mr. Horsley, 
and they are now under the consideration 
of the Government. 


Mr. CLANCY: Do I understand that 
it is proposed that there should be a 
grant of £100,000 a vear to the University 
colleges mentioned in the Report; and is 
there any requirement, statutory or 
otherwise, in regard to this grant. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is a proposal by the Committee 
that the distribution should be governed 
by the amount of voluntary subscriptions 
obtained by these colleges. The Govern- 
ment have not yet come to a decision on 
the subject. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will these amounts appear on the 
Kstimates ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
They are in the Votes already. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: £100,000 ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
£100,000 to English colleges; and it is 
less per head of the population than is 
devoted to any other division of the 
United Kingdom. 


The Babbicombe Murderer. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of John Lee, who was convicted 
in February, 1885, for the Babbicombe 
murder and sentenced to death, which 
sentence was afterwards commuted to one 


of penal servitude for life; and w hethe, 
having regard to the fact that Lee has 
now served a period of twenty years im- 
prisonment, he can see his way to advise 
that the clemency of the Crown be exer. 
cised in favour of this man’s release. 


*THoe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axers- 


Doveuas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
fully considered the facts of this case, 
but I regret that, having regard to the 
character of Lee’s crime, and to the cir- 
cumstances under which the capital 
sentence was respited, I cannot advise 
any exercise of the Royal prerogative in 
the convict’s favour. I may say that, 
while persons under original sentence of 
penal servitude for life are as a general 
rule released on licence when they have 
served twenty years, this practice does 
not necessarily apply to cases where a 
death sentence for murder has been com- 
muted to penal servitude for life; but 
each such case is considered independently 
on its merits, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
Are there any periodical seasons for the 
revision and reconsideration of these 
cases ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS:: Cases are 
brought up from time to time. This case 
was brought up. It was dealt with by 
Sir W. Harcourt, who regarded it 
as a very bad case indeed, and every one 
of my predecessors have concurred in the 
opinion of the original Secretary of State. 


Mr. FENWICK: Has there been any 
complaint against the character of Lee 
during the time he has been in gaol? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I do not 
know of anything in that alone to justify 
the decision, but we have had to consider 
the original circumstances, and the fact 
that this man has threatened the lives of 
persons now living. 


Brighton Women Telegraphists and 
Compulsory Sunday Duty. 
Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he 3s 
aware that women telegraphists and 


-women telephonists at Brighton have 
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been informed that they are to be 
compelled to perform Sunday duty, 
and that the persons affected have 
protested against this action on the part 
of the authorities; whether the Depart- 
ment willeconomise by employing women 
in the place of men; and whether, in view 
of the objection taken by the women to 
:he imposition of Sunday duties, he will 
econsider his decision. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
\vaNLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I 
sm aware of the circumstances to which 
the hon. Member refers. After fully con- 
idering the protest I decided that the 
arrangement, which is an economical one, 
should be adopted, and I see no reason 
for altering my decision, especially as 
the duty will fall to by far the larger 
number of the officers concerned on only 
ibout three Sundays in the year. 


Newspapers and Periodicals Postage 
Rates. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that a registered newspaper may 
be sent through the post for one half- 
penny, irrespective of its weight, and 
that in some cases registered newspapers 
weighing over two pounds are sent at 
that rate, while the postage on a periodi- 


{27 Marcn 1905} 


cal of the same weight which does not | 


come within the definition of registered 
newspaper would be 5d.; and whether 
he proposes to take any steps to remedy 
this anomaly, 


Lorp STANLEY: The anomaly of 
which the hon. Member speaks has not 
been allowed to escape my attention or 
that of my predecessors. Unfortunately 
the Post Office Act of 1870, which laid 
down the privileged postage rate of one 
halfpenny for registered newspapers, did 
not fix any limit of weight, and advan- 
tage is taken of this omission by certain 
publications. The remedy would be to 
impose a limit ; but that cannot be done 
without legislation. I should be glad to 
introduce a Bill giving power to fix such 
a limit if 1 had reason to think it would 
be treated as non-contentious. 


Underfed School Children. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 


1194 


Board of Education whether the evidence 
on medical inspection of schools and 
feeding starving school children taken by 


Questions. 


the Royal Commission on _ Physical 
Training in Scotland, and by the 


Departmental Committee on Physical 
Deterioration, will be laid before the new 
Committee of the Roard of Education; 
whether fresh evidence will be taken by 
them, and of what nature; whether the 
further consideration of the Report of the 
Committee on Physical Deterioration will 
be suspended until the new Committee 
reports; and whether their Report will be 
made before the end of the se sion. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to rHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WitL1am Anson, Oxford University) : 
The evidence taken before the Royal 
Commission on Physical Training and 
the Departmental Committee on Physical 
Deterioration will be before the new Com- 
mittee referred to. The terms of reference 
sufficiently indicate the character of the 
fresh evidence which that Committee is 
intended to take; and the consideration 
of the Report of the Committee on 
Physical Deterioration will only be sus- 
pended in respect of the matters included 
under that reference. I cannot say 
whether a Report will be made before the 
end of the session. 4 


Poor Law Relief for Underfed Children. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether the Board of Education will 
address a circular to local education 
authorities advising them to instruct the 
managers and teochers of public elemen- 
tary schools to refer the case of children 
attending their schools hungry and 
destitute, and unible from affliction to 
profit by the instruction provided, to the 
proper Poor Law authorities for relief. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: Such a cir- 
cular as is proposed could not properly be 
issued by the Board of Education without 
the concurrence of the Local Government 


Board. I will consider the matter. 
Sir JOHN GORST: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Lambeth 


Board of Guardians have desired public 
elementary school teachers to adopt this 
course ? 
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Srr WILLIAM ANSON: No, Sir, but I 


will inquire. 


Underfed School Children on the 
Continent. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he will obtain, if possible, 
through the Foreign Office, and lay, a 
Report showing the methods adopted in 
the great Continental cities for dealing 
with hungry and ill-clad children, and 
the extent to which, if any, public 
moneys are spent upon the feeding and 
clothing needs of such children. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: My noble 
friend the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs has promised to obtain 
what information he can for me on the 
points raised in the Question. TI will 
consider whether the Board can supple- 
ment this information in any way, and 
also in what form the Report, when 
received, can best be issued. 


Local Government Board and Underfed 
School Children—Milk Relief. 

Sir JOHN GORST: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he will address a circular to the 
local Poor Law authorities pointing out 
the duties of relieving officers in reference 
to giving medical and other relief to 
destitute children irrespective of the 
conduct and character of their parents; 
and whether the Local Government 
Board will suggest that, in case of 
relief in kind given to destitute children, 
part of such relief should be in the form 
of milk. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): My reply to 
the Question of my right hon. friend 
must be to the same effect as that which 
I gave on the 20th instant Tf to a somewhat 
similar Question put to me by the hon. 
Member for the Ilkeston Division. I am 
not aware of any reason for supposing 
that boards of guardians and_ their 
officers are not alive to the powers and 
duties which attach to them in relation 
to destitute children, where application 
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is made to them for relief. With regard 





+ See page 427. 
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to the latter part of the Question, I think 
that boards of guardians may be trusted 
to use their discretion as to the giving 
of milk as outdoor relief to destitute 
children. The Local Government Board 
called the attention of their inspectors 
to the subject last year. It does not 
appear to me to be necessary to issue a 
circular as suggested. 


Str JOHN GORST: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Lambeth 
Board of Guardians sent an officer, at my 
request, to inquire into the case of certain 
destitute children, and that he did not 
relieve them at all ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
sufficiently acquainted with the circum- 
stances, 


Str JOHN GORST: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I shall be 
pleased to do so. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): Did 
the officer not find that there was no 
need for relief ? 


(No Answer was returned.] 


Local Building By-laws. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board if 
he is aware that in certain districts the 
local by-laws are framed so that not 
only is the building of new cottages 
arrested, but families are forced to reside 
in unhealthy dwellings; and, if so, will 
he state what action he will take in the 
matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware that complaints have been made 
in connection with this matter; and it is 
at present engaging my attention. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
certain suburban districts the rules are 
much more stringent than in the County 
of London ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I cannot 


| Say. 
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Island of Lewis—Visits of Medical 
Officers of Health. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate, having 
regard to the fact that no medical in- 
spector from the Local Government 
Board for Scotland has visited the Island 
f Lewis, and that, although the island 
ontains a population of nearly 50,000, it 
tas only been visited four times during 
ne last five years by the medical officer 
¢ health for Ross and Cromariy. will he 
sate the names of the districts visited by 
this officer. 


*Tie LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
lickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) : 


1901, Barvas, Uig, Carloway, Garryna- 
jine, Stornoway ; in 1902, Lochs, Keose, 
lig, Garrynahine ; in 1903, Barvas, Carlo- 
vay, Garrynahine; in 1904, Barvas, 


School. 
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The | 
nedical officer reports that he visited, in | 


Period of Closure, 1904. 
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Stornoway; and this yearhe will pro- 
bably visit Barvas, Garrynahine, Keose, 
and Stornoway during next month. 


Questions. 


Ross-shire Public Schools and Fever 
Outbreaks. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state whether there 
have been any outbreaks of fever or other 
contagious diseases on the western 
mainland of Ross-shire during last year 
such as to necessitate the closing of public 
schools; if so, will he state the names of 
the schools closed and the periods for 
_which they were respectively closed. 





*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The following 
schools on the western mainland of Ross- 
shire were closed during the year 1904 by 
| order of the sanitary authority, ac.ing 
|on the advice of the medical officer of 
| health :— 


Nature of the Disease. 





Applecross Public School - 


| 
| 
| 
| March 18th 
Applecross, Torridon Public | 
| 


School. | 
a a 
Gairloch, Opinan Public | November 
School. ember 


June Ist to 


| 

| 

° ge | 
Gairloch, Kinlochewe Pub- | 
lic School. | 

| 


Illegal Trawling in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, in view of the fact that 
twenty-five Norwegian trawlers and 
other trawlers of different nationalities 
habitually engage in trawling in the 
Moray Firth, will arrangements be made 
for a Fishery Board cruiser to more 
irequently patrol the Moray Firth with 
a view to prevent the destruction of the 
gear of local fishermen, and the pre- 


vention of trawling within the three-mile | 


limit. 


*Mr, SCOTT-DICKSON : The Fishery 
Board have no recent complaints of 
destruction of gear or undetected in- 
fraction of the three-mile limit. At 
the present time two cruisers continu- 


April 12th to April 25th 


Influenza. 


to April 11th 


| Not stated. 


4th to Nov- | Varicella. 


28th. 


Scarlet Fever. 


July 15th - | 
| 





ously patrol the Moray Firth, and, if it 
were tound necessary, anoth+r might be 
transierred from Stornoway. 


Mercantile Marine—Training for 
cotch Boys 

| Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to ask 
the Lord-Advocate if he will afford to 
parents in the congest_d districts informa- 
tion, by lectures or other methods, 
relating to training of boys for the 
mercantile marine. 


| *Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Con- 
| gested Districts Board are affording 
information on the subject referred to 
| by every means in their power. If the 
‘hon. Member can suggest any particular 
| method by which the end in view 
|may be attained in his constituency, 
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the Secretary for Scotland will be pleased 
to favourably consider it. 


Jury-Packing at Cork Assizes. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney - General for 
Ireland is he aware that, at the present 
Cork Spring Assizes, in connection with 
the trial of John Murphy on the charge 
of the murder of Kate M‘Carthy, thirty- 
seven jurors were ordered to stand aside ; 
can he szy how many of these challenged 
jurors were Catholics; and was this 
course adopted with the sanction of the 
Trish Law Officers. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
N.j): The Crowa solicitor reports that 
the number of jurors ordered to stand 
aside was thirty-four, not thirty-seven ; 
that he did not know and did not make 
any inquiry as to the religion of the 
jurors set aside, nor was he in any way 
influenced by any consideration of the 
kind ; that he acted in pursuance of the 
provisions of the Circular to Crown 
Solicitors dated the 12th February, 1894 ; 
and that, so far as he has been able to 
ascertain since the trial concluded and is 
able to form an opinion, ten of the 
twelve jurors who tried the case are 
Catholics. The reply to the last query 
is in the affirmative. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that thirty-four of the 
jurors were Catholics? Is it intended 
to continue a system so offensive ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Iam not aware of 
it, and I do not believe it. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
see the Solicitor-General for Ireland has 
returned from his jury-packing cam- 
paign in Cork. Has he nothing to say 
on this serious matter ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


Thomas Dowling's Cappawhite Estate, 
County Tipperary. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland is he 
aware that for some time past the estate 
of the late Thomas Dowling, in the 
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parish of Cappawhite, and county 
Tipperary, which has been in the 
management of the Land Judge’s Court 
for several years past, has recently been 
up for sale to the tenants; that a 
tenant on the estate named Daniel 
Moran, who holds a house and one 
rood of land in the village of Cappawhite 
and a farm of ten acres at some 
distance, signed purchase agreements at 
twenty years purchase on rental of 
house at £1 18s. that is £38 capital, and 
at twenty-one years purchase on rental 
of farm £9 annual, that is £189 capital 
sum, all arrears included; that after. 
wards the receiver processed Moran for 
@ year’s rent which should be paid ; and 
that the Commissioner from the Land 
Commission Court, who came to inspect 
the holdings, approved of sale; and, if 
so, whether, seeing that on the 6th 
instant the solicitor having carriage of 
sale wrote saying Moran could not get 
the village holding, he will state the 
names of the receiver, the solicitor 
having carriage of sale, and the incum- 
brancer, and take steps so that the 
incumbrancer will not obtain — the 
holdings in preference to the tenants in 
occupation. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY vor IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lowa, Bristol, 8.): 
Mr. Moran signed agreements to purchase 
his agricultural and village holdings, 
respectively, The Land Judge accepted 
the proposal as to the agricultural 
holding, but refused the proposal as to 
the village holding. The agricultural 
holding cannot be vested in the 
purchaser until he furnishes the Land 
Commission with the necessary evidence 
of occupancy. The Lind Judge is not 
prepared to supply the names of persons 
who are simply doing their duty as 
officers of the Court, or of the in- 
cumbrancers who are exercising their 
legal rights. 


Gun Licences in County Galway—Case of 
homas Keary. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. Thomas Keary, D.C., Kililand 
Mills, Kiltulla, county Galway, has pur- 
chased his farm, which contains forty 
acres, under the Act of 1903; and whether 
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there is any objection to his getting a 
licence for a gun to protect his crops from 
damage, particularly during the seed time 
which is now at hand. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr, Keary has 
not applied to the licensing officer for a 
gun licence. The question of issuing such 
s licence is one for determination by that 
ificer, and IT am unable to reply to the 
econd inquiry. 


Inniskea Island. 

Mr. O7KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
sk the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
lieutenant of Treland whether, in the 
negotiations with Mr. KE. C. Walsh for 
the purchase of Inniskea Island, the 
(Congested Districts Board made any 
inquiry as to the willingness of that 
gntleman to sell to the Board the main- 
lind portion of his property. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
Board were inform:d by Mr. Walsh that 
be did not propose to sell the mainland 
portion of the property. 


Mr. O’KELLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the population 
of the Island of Tnniskea, the number of 
holdings, the valuation, the number of 
acres Of untenanted land (if any), the 
amount of the rental upon which the 
purchase price of the island was based, 
and the purchase price, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The population 
is 289, the number of holdings 55, the 
valuation £86 5s., the number of acres 
of untenanted land 69; the rental upon 
which the purchase price was _ based 
£104 5s.; and the purchase price 
£1,000, 


O'Donnell and Coyne Estates, Erris, 
County Mayo. 

Mr. O°7KELLY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can say whether any 
negotiations have taken place, or 
Whether negotiations are pending, be- 
tween the Congested Districts Board or 
the Estates Commissioners and the owners 
oi tne O'Donnell and Coyne Kstates, in 
Erris, county Mayo, with a view to sale 
and purchase, 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Congested 
Districts Board made an offer in the Land 
Judge’s Court for the purchase of the 
O’Donnell Estate, but the offer was not 


accepted. With this exception the 
Answer to the Question is in the 
negative, 


Buttevant Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the recent prosecution of an 
evicted tenant on the Fuge Estate, near 
Buttevant, named Thomas O’Grady, on 
a charge of alleged intimidation at 
Mallow Fair; and, seeing that the 
magistrate’s decision was quashed by 
the superior Court in Dublin, will h> 
explain why this man’s business papers 
and notebook are still detained by the 
police, who took them from him at 
Mallow, and what compensation will be 
made to him for the detention of his 
business documents, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The police 
have not detained any papers or books 
belonging to O’Grady, and did not take 
possession of any such articles, 


Mr. FLYNN: If my _ information 
should prove correct, will the right hon. 
Gentleman give instructions that the 
documents be returned ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
that the police have not detained them. 


Untenanted Lands in County Roscommon 
—Irwin, Balf, and Goff Estates. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the dates on which the Irwin, Balf, 
and Goff Estates, in the county of Ros- 
common, on each of which there is a 
quantity of untenanted land, were offered 
to the Estates Commissioners ; whether an 
offer has been made for them, or any of 
them; and, if not, will he explain the 
cause of the delay in acquiring these pro- 
perties. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In the Irwin 
Kstate an originating request was lodged 
on October 17th last, but the inspector’s 
In the 


report has not yet been received. 
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Balf Estate a request, under Section 7, 
was issued to the Land Judge on January 
27th, 1904, and the inspector’s report is 
now under consideration. In the Goff 
Estate an originating application was 
received on May 19th last, and it will be 
shortly dealt with by the Commissioners. 


Questions. 


Mr. Young’s Castlerea Estate. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the estate 
of Mr. Young, near Castlerea, in the 
county Roscommon, upon which there is 
a quantity of untenanted land. was offered 
by the owner for sale to the Estates Com- 
missioners in May. 1904, and was in- 
spected by an official of the Commis- 
sioners in June; and, if so, will he say 
whether any offer to purchase has yet 
been made; and, if not, will he state the 
cause of the delay, in view of the neces- 
sity of acquiring untenanted land in that 
district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A further in- 
spection of this estate became necessary. 
and is now being made, The Commis- 
sioners will consider the inspector’s 
report, when received, with a view to 
making an offer to purchase. 


Lismore Guardians and Irish 
Manufactures. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Lis- | 


more Board of Guardians have by reso- 
lution requested the Local Government 
Board for Ireland, in view of the efforts 
now being made for the promotion of Irish 
industries and manufa: tures, to authorise 


them to entertain only tenders received | 


from bond fide Irich manufacturing firms 
for medicines and medical and surgical 
appliances; and, if so, whether the Local 
Government Board will give the Lismore 
Guardians and any other public bodies 
d:siring to follow the same principle this 
discretion in the case of all articles manu- 
factured in Ireland by a number of firms 
sufficient to ensure adequate competition ; 
and whether he will make inquiries of the 
Pres dent of the Local Government Board 
for England to ascertain whether this 
principle is adopted by a considerable 
number of boards of guardians in 


England. 
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Mr. WALTER, LONG: The duty of 
the board of guardians in the exercise of 
their public trust is to have due regard to 
economy and to obtain the best return 
possible for the money of the ratepayers 
whom they represent. The Local Goy- 
ernment Board have no power to enla~ze 
or curtail the responsibility of the 
guardians in this respect. The English 
Local Government Board have no know- 
ledge that the method suggested in the 
Question is adopted in this country. 


Ballydonlon Estate, County Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre- 
land whether a portion of the Ballydonlon 
Estate, county Galway, purchased by the 
Estates Commissioners, is to be given to 
a Mr. Rothwell, petty sessions clerk of 
Ballinasloe, who was never @ tenant on 
the estate and who does not live withia 
miles of it, seeing that Mr. Rothwell is 
already in possession of more than one 
farm elsewhere. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Estates 
|Commissioners are unable to identify 
this estate. If the hon. Member will 
furnish me with the name of the landlord 
I will have inquiries made. 


Donegal Grand Jury. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 1s 
|aware that at the Donegal Assizes held 
| recently not a single Cathclic was on the 
|Grand Jury; and whether, having regard 
to the proportion of the population of 
|the county that is Catholic and to the 
| number of Catholics in the county well 





| qualified to act as grand jurors, he will 
(in future take steps to secure that 
| Catholics shall be represented on the 


| Grand Jury. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 
means of ascertaining the religion of the 
Grand Jury. The summoning of the 
Grend Jury is the act of the High 
Sheriff under the restrictions contained 
in the Grand Jury Act. There is no 
allegation that the provisions of that 
statute have not been observed. The 
Executive, therefore, have no right to 
interfere. 
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Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why not | 
abolish this thing altogether ? 


Me. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): How 
was it that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessor was enabled to ascertain the 
religion of the Grand Jurors in county 
Down @ 


[No Answer was returned, ] 


Agricultural Instruction in Donegal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the de:d- 
bek in the administration of the agri- 
cultural schemes in Donegal owing to the 
Department’s rule excluding the people 
of a county from appo ntments as in- 
tructors in their own county still 
continues ; and, if so, whether he, as 
President of the Department, will advise 
the withdrawal of this rule. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The Donegal 
Vounty Committee have put the live 
stock schemes and the flax scheme 
into operation. They have also allocated 
funits for schemes of instruction in 
butter - making, poultry- keeping, and 
horticul ure, but have not, so far as 
the Department are aware, yet taken 
steps t» secure the services of suitable 
instructors im connection with these 
schemes, although many qualified Irish 
candidates are available. I am_ not 
prepired to advise the withdrawal of 
the rule referred to. 


In reply to a further Question, 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had no 
reason to believe there was any general 
dissatisfaction with the operation of the 
rule. The whole matter had been the 
subject of careful inquiry. 


Elementary Science Teaching in Ireland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to, the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the fact that only 
500 teachers of national schools in 
Ireland have passed through a full course 
of elementary science instruction, that 
less than 5,000 teachers have been trained 
by the organisers on the science course 
for the junior standards, and that more 
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than 8,000 teachers have got no training 
whatsoever, will the Government explain 
why six of the science organisers have got 
notice that their services will not be 
required after March 31st instant. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Thave already, 
in reply to the hon, Member’s Question 
of the 20th instant,t stated the reasons 
for terminating the employment of these 
organisers, 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he has seen the 
last reports of the Head Organiser of 
Science Instruction and of the inspectors ; 
and if the opinions of those experts, as 
to whether or not the services of the 
science organisers at present employed 
should be retained, will receive consider- 
ation, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [have not seen 
the reports referred to, which will be 
published with the Board’s next Annual 
Report. The Board, I have no doubt, 
give due consideration to the opinions of 
their officers. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
arrangement has been made for the 
training of those teachers, over 8,000 in 
number, in elementary science who have 
not yet had any opportunity of attending 
the organisers’ classes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I replied to a 
Question to the same effect, put by the 
hon, Member for Mid Cork, on the 24th 
inst.f 


Goff Estate, County Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the delay that has taken place 
in the sale and purchase of the Goff 
Estate, in the county of Roscommon; 
whether he is aware that an originating 
statement with duly signed agreements 
to purchase was lodged in this case so 
far back as the 3lst May last and in- 
spection made so far back as July; and 





+See page 461. 
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that last auturnn the Estates Commis- 
sioners were informed that a grass farm 
on the estate had been surrendered, and 
that it had been agreed to sell it for the 
purpose of division amongst the adjoining 
small holders, and that an inspection of 
this holding was delayed till about five 
weeks ago, since which nothing has been 
done, though repeated applications to 
close the sale of the estate, to which no 
answer of any kind has been given, have 
been made by those representing the 
owners; and, li so, vy much 


Questions. 


, will he sav how 
longer is this transa:tion to be kept oven. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There has been 
delay, but it was unavoidable. ‘The 
Commissioners anticipate that they will 
shortly be able to make an offer in the 
case of this estate, and thus bring the 
matter to a conclusion. 


Trish Board of Education Rules. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Tf beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Treland whether he can 
define what is meant by a_ funda- 
mental rule, to which reference is made 


in Rule 4 of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Board of National Education in 
Ireland; whether it is to be understood 
that the new rules were not submitted 
to the Lord-Lieutenant; and, if not, 
whether there was any special reason for 
not doing so; whether it is to be under- 
stood that no fundamental rule has been 
changed in the new rules just issued ; 
whether he is aware of the important 
testimony to Trish as an educational 
factor in national schools contained in 
Mr. Dale’s Report; and, if so, whether 
he will take steps to prevent the national 
language of Ireland being threatened 
with starvation by the Treasury, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The expression 
“fundamental rule” is not defined in 
the Commissioners’ Code of general regu- 
lations, but a definition of its meaning 
will be found in the letter addressed on 
the 9th February, 1864, by the Com- 
missioners to Sir Robert Peel, then Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, and published in 
1870 with the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission of Inquiry into Primary Education 
in Ireland, Proposals involving increased 
expenditure necessarily require Treasury 
sanction before they are embodied in 
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rules, and no fundamental rule has been 


changed in the new Code. In his R »port 
oa primary education Mr. Dale expressed 
no opinion on the propriety of re taining 
instruction in extra subjects, of which 
Irish isone. He pointed out, indeed, that 
in England and Wales no grants for 
extra subjects are made at all, that 
subjects such as French, Latin, Mathe- 
matics, or even Welsh are tak»n as part 
of the ordinary school curriculum, and 
then only when the circumstances of th» 
school make it desirable. In answer to 
the concluding inquiry, T must refer to 
my reply to the hon, Gentleman’s previous 
Question of Monday last.t 
Pole Carew and Butler Estate, County 
Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to a k tie Caief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieute: ant of 
Treland whether he is aware that im- 
mediately subsequent to the purchase 
agreement on the agricultural portion of 
Pole Carew and Butler Estate, Banteer, 
county Cork, similar agreements were 

signed by the inhabitants of the village 
for the purchase of their houses; and 
that within the past week an official of 
the listates Commission visited the place 
and informed the village occupiers that 
their purchase agreements are to be set 
aside and they must revert to the old 
terms of tenancy; and, if so, will he say 
if this inspector has acted with the 
knowledge and sanction of the states 
Jommissioners; and, if so, what ex- 
planation can the Commissioners give 
for not adhering to the purchase system 
in this case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The inspector 
did not inform the village occupiers re- 
ferred to that their purchase agreements 
were to be set aside, but, in the ordinary 
course, he asked each tenant whether he 
would be prepared to pay the purchase- 
money in cash if the Commissioners 
should decline to sanction the advances 
applied for. Until the inspector’s full 
report on the estate has been received, 
the Commissioners will not give a de- 
cision in the matter. 


‘Major Philipps’ Estate, County Kilkenny. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 





+ See page 464. 
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to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
whether he is aware that Major Philipps, 
of Gale, Cashel, county Tipperary, has | 
offered his estate at Foyle, county Kil- | 
kenny, for sale to the Estates Commis- 
sioners; ifso, whether the Commissioners 
sent their inspector to visit the estate ; 
ind if any offer has been made to the 
ywner for his interest. 


Treland | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No appli- 
aon in respect of this estate has been 
bdged with the Commissioners. 


Queen’s County Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
(ssory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
try to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
thether he will give the number of 
aplications for reinstatement received 
by the Estates Commissioners from 
evicted tenants in Queen’s County; and 
how many of these have been reinstated 
¢ provided with equivalent farms. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A hundred and 
sixty-eight applications have been tre- 
ceived, and two evicted tenants have 
been reinstated. 


Lough Neagh Drainage Trustees. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the Treasury has power to call for 


detailed aecounts of the transactions 
of the Lough Neagh Drainage Trustees 


and to audit them; and, if so, whether 
he can state when the detailed accounts 
were Jast submitted and audited. 


*{ne FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
Disiit, Derbyshire, W.): The Treasury does 
not possess the power referred to. 


Me. MACVEAGH: Has the Treasury | 


no power to call for these accounts ? 
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terms of the trust, the Lough Neagh 
Drainage Trustees are required, as a pre- 
cedent to suing for rates, to obtain from 
the Rolls Court a certified copy of the 


Questions. 


'rate struck, he will say whether any such 


certified copy has been at any time 


‘issued by the Rolls Court; and, if so, 


when. 


*Mr. 


VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Board of Works are unaware whether any 


such certified copy has been issued. 


Mr, MACVEAGH: Has the Treasury 


| any power to compel the trustees to carry 


out the terms of their trust ? 
*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I think 
the hon. Member is confusing the Board 


of Works with the Drainage Trustees ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the Board of 


Works any jurisdiction over the trustees ? 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I think 


not. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 


| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he can state when the 
statutory obligations imposed upon the 


| Lough Neagh Drainage Trustees with re- 


gard to the publication of their accounts, 
the lodging with certain clerks of the 
peace and with the Rolls Court of a ¢ —py 


| of the rate struck, and the laying before 


this House every year of a detailed state- 
ment of their income and expenditure, 
were last discharged. 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: This 
Question refers to the legal obligations of 
the trustees, on which the Government 


have no authority to advise. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
Whenwill the hon. Gentleman be able 


| to answer the latter part of the Question ? 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: No, Sir. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: And no power at 
_ all over the trustees ? 


No Answer was returned. 
[ 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
Of [reland whether, seeing that, by the | 


'of Ireland whether he can 


*Vr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I hope [ 


may be able todo so to-morrow. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
state the 
number of the Lough Neagh Drainage 
Trustees, and how many of them are 
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land agenis; and whether their accounts 
are subject to publicity or audit. 


Questions. 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
number of trustees is fifteen. I have no 
information as to how many of them are 
land agents. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I will put the 
latter part of the Question down 
to-morrow. But 1 would ask how this 
body is enabled to levy rates if nobody 
has control over it ? 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
obligation is placed on them by statute. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Who has the 
appceintment of the trustees ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be 
given of any turther Questions. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that legal 
proceedings for the recovery cf rates have 
been instituted by the Lough Neagh 
Drainage Ti ustees against numerous rate- 
payers; and whether, in view of the 
failure of the trustees to fulfil their 


statu‘ory obligation to ledge with the | 


clerks of the peace for five counties and 
with the Rolls Court a copy of the rate 
struck, he will require the trustees to 
fulfil these obligations before continuing 
the legal proceedings. 

The 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: 


Board of Works have no official informa- | 
tion that any legal proceedings have been | 


instituted. There are statements in the 
public Press to that effect. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: TI shall put the 
latter part of this Question down again 
to-morrow. 


Portavogie Pier, County Down. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Down, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, is he aware that 
the new pier at Portavogie, county Down, 
erected by the Board of Works in Ire- 
land, has been destroyed by the recent 
sterm; what steps he proposes to take 
to rectify the injury done; and will he 
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consult and be guided by the advice of 
local opinion as to what should be done, 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Board of Works have no advice of any 
damage to Portavogie Pier, which is not 
in their charge but in that of the county 
authority. ; 


Bann Drainage Works. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
total amount expended by the Board of 
Works oi the drainage of the River Bann, 
the average amount annually levied by 
the drainage trustees, and the annual 
average receipts of the trustees. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
total expenditure on drainage was 
£158,423 and on navigation £101,374. 
The works carried out for this latter pur- 
pose were, to a considerable extent, also 
useful for drainage. The Board of Works 
have no information as to the last portion 
of the hon. Member’s Question. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Seeing that 
this money is contributed by the rate- 
payers and that the expenditure of the 
| Board of Works is useless, will the right 
hon. Gentleman take into consideratioa 
the whole question. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
whole question is now under my con- 
sideration. 


Army Stores Wastages. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): ITbeg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the issues 
‘involved for the public and the con- 


| tractors, and the officials who are 
concerned, he will appoint a Select 
Committee of the House to make an 


immediate inquiry into the admitted and 
alleged deficiency and wastage of stores, 
etc., supplied to South Africa, and as to 
what has become of the money expended 
thereon. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): The proper 
| machinery for dealing with these ques- 
_ tions is, in accordance with constitutional 
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usage, the Public Accounts Committee ; 
and I think an additional reason for | 
leaving these matters to that machinery 
arises from the fact that the Committee 
has been appointed, has sat, and actually 
begun the inquiry. 


Sirk JAMES WOODHOUSE: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that this 
Committee did not last year issue its 
R>»port until after therising of Parliament? 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR : I have no reason 
to think that any other Committee would 
be quicker in the presentation of its 
Report. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has the 
Public Accounts Committee the same 
power as a Select Committee to procure 
papers and command the attendance of 
witnesses 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IE there is 
any difference in these powers, the differ- 
eice is in favour of the Public Accounts 
Committee. 


*Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall): May I say 
that the Public Accounts Committee met 
on Friday and proceeded to inquire into | 
the matters referred to in the Question. 
General Sir William Butler, the Chairman 
of the War Office Committee, attended, 
and stated that he had six particular 
cases upon which he desired to lay a 
statement before the Committee, but that 
it would be impossible for him to do so 
before the end of April. It would be 
impossible, he said, to hurry the officers | 
and others, and though the cases were 
different, most of the witnesses were the 
sane. The Committee thought General 
Butler’s reasons were unanswerable, and 
proceeded to inquire into one or two 
other and smaller cases. I hope the 
Prime Minister will understand that it will 
be impossible for the Public Accounts 
Committee to present any Report before 
Raster, but immediately General Butler 
presents his Report the Committee will 
proceed to deal with it, and issue an 
interim Report. 


Discharges from Dockyards. 
Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, | 
as he is unable to include the case of the | 
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Government workers at the dockyards in 
the inquiry now being conducted by the 
Cabinet, he will, pending the result of 
such an extended inquiry, intervene, as 
he did in the case of Sparkbrook, Bir- 


/mingham, to prevent wholesale and 


sudden discharges of men employed in 
the dockyards, 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member is not accurately represent- 
ing the action I took in connection 
with Enfield and Sparkbrook. As regards 
the discharg*s from the dockyards, they 
are made in accordance with public 
necessities, and gradually, and endeavour 
is made to make any hardship that may 
ensue as even as possible over the dock- 
yards concerned. 


Army Clothing Vote. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
now in a position to propose any arrange- 
ment by which a brief discussion may take 
place on the Clothing items of Vote 7, 
replacing the former Clothing Vote, 80 as 
to prevent the loss of any opportunity of 
discussing them in the year 1905-6, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to reply that Vote A and Vote 1 would 
be taken next Monday, and probably it 
would be the best course to discuss the 
Clothing Vote on that. He believed it 
was usual—but probably the right hon. 
Baronet was a great authority and knew 
if it were so—for the Chairman to allow 
a general discussion on Vote A and 
Vote 1. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): But owing 
to the operation of the guillotine only one 
afternoon is given for the discussion on 
Vote A. 


Str CHARLES DILKE: There is the 
Report stage. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
We have the promise of the First Lord 
that on Vote 1 we shall be allowed to 
discuss the whole Army policy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not the 
authority in this matter, but I have don> 
everything that can be done to facilitate 
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discussion. I must, however, be facilitated 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite, who know 
the rules as well as I do. 


Questions. 


Public Accounts Committee—Mr. Gibson 
owles’ Withdrawal. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to a:k the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can give an undertaking that, 
in accordance with the recommendation, 
dated July 7th, 1903, of the Committee 
on National Expenditure, at least one 
day will this year be provided for the 
consideration by the House of Commons 
of the Reports of the Public Accounts 
Committee, and an opportunity be given 
of taking a decision upon the recom- 
mendations therein, 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: There is really 
nothing for me to add to the general line 
of policy I have before suggested to the 
House, and which T am sure my hon, 
friend wil! deem to be reasonable. If the 
House generally desires it, I shall be 
happy to place at the disposal of the 
House one of the days allotted to Supply. 
If the House does not desire this, | should 
be very glad to find another opportunity, 
but in the present state of business I can 
give no pledge at all on the subject. The 
favourable wish I have expressed must 
not at some future time be taken as im- 
plying a willingness to sacrifice even 
greater interests to meet the wishes ol 
my hon. friend. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: T thank the 
tight hon. Gentleman for his reply, which 
is purely hypothetical and founded on 
conjecture. ! desire to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he will communicate 
with the Patronage Secretary witha view 
to the withdrawa! of my name from the 
Committee, upon which it was placed 
without my consent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tamsure there 
are methods by which my hon. friend 
can be relieved from the labour of servy- 
ing on the Committee if he does not 
desire to serve upon it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: | do most 
earnestly: desire to serve on the Com- 
mittee, but tne condition upon which | 
undertook to serve last year was broken, 
and, as I have no promise that the con- 
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dition will be fulfilled this year, I desire 
to be excused from serving. 


*THeE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A, 
AcLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton): May I explain that I approached 
my hon. friend early in the session 
with regard to his serving on the Public 
Accounts Committee, and my _ hon, 
friend then said he was willing to serve 
if a special day were set apart for the 
discussion of the Report of the Com- 
mittee. There was a strong desire in the 
House that the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee should consider the Report with 
the least possible delay (the Report 
ot the Auditor-General on the Wastage 
of Stores), and therefore it was neces- 
sary to appoint that Committee at 
once, As my hon. frierd was out of 
town, I nominated him for the Com- 
mittee, and wrote to him telling him 
that I had done so, because this Report 
was one in which he took great interest 
and one in regard to which his services 
would be eminently useful. I told my 
hon. friend that if the Prime Minister 
was unable to give « special day for the 
discussion of the Report it would be 
perfectly open to him to withdraw from 
the Committee. Indeed, I think he might 
have complained had I failed to nominate 
him. I think my hon. friend should 
adopt that course, and I believe it is 
the easiest, safest, and most courteous 
course that could be adopted. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 
not charged his right hon. triend with 
discourtesy towards himself. He was not 
willing to serve on the Committee, except 
on the condition that there should be a 
day for the discussion of the Report. He 
understood his right hon. friend’s kind- 
ness in putting his name on the Com- 
mittee, and his right hon. friend would 
appreciate his desire to withdraw from 
the Committee, as the condition had not 


been fulfilled. 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners—Cost of Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
Whether he is aware that the average 
administrative expenses of the Hecle- 


siastical Commissioners for England, 
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paid out of their common fund (in- | 


cluding fees to architects and surveyors 
and such legal expenses as were defrayed 
from the said fund) during the financial 
years 1902, 1903, and 1904 were more 
than £50,000 per annum; and that the 
total administrative expenses of the 
Commissioners paid out of the above- 
mentioned fund, and including the 
above-mentioned expenses, for the years 
1890 to 1964, both inclusive, amounted 
to nearly £750,000; and, if so, whether, 
having reg:rd to the importance to the 
parochial clergy of an economical ad- 
ministration of the funds and properties 
of the Commissioners, he will direct an 
inquiry by the Treasury into the pre- 
sent administration thereof, or appoint 
a Commission or Committee for that 


purpose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that the average administrative 
experses «f the Keclesiastical Commis- 
sioners appeared to have been as stated in 
the Question. The total administrative 


expenses had increased, but he was 
inf raied that a large share of the 
administrative expenses of the Com- 


missioners was attributable to sales and 


purchase of land and other transactions 
for the benefit of their He 


Saw no reason for an inquiry. 


estates, 


UNANSWERED QUESTIONS, 

It being now five minutes to three 
o'clock, four starred Questions addressed 
to the Secretary of State for War and one 
addressed to the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies remained unanswered, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): May I 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury an 
urgent Question relating to business / 
He will observe that a large number of 
(Juestions addressed to the Secretary of 
State for War have been shut out to-day, 
and this has happened on_ several 
occasions, 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! That 
is not an urgent Question; it is one that 
should be put on the Paper. It cannot 
be put now. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said there was to be 
a debate to-morrow on the Statement of 
the Secretary of State for War, and it 
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was found that unless they were put 
down earlier on the Paper, there would 
be no chance of receiving Answers to 
these important Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That debate seema 
to be an admirable opportunity for 
asking the questions. Moreover, the 
Answers will appear in print to-morrow. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Is it 
not possible for the House to select 
certain Questions which are to be 


answered, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a question 
of practice which cannot be raised by 
asking, after five minutes to three, 
Questions which are not urgent. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: May [I ask, Sir, by 
whose directions the order of Questions is 
put down on the Paper ? 


*Vr. SPEAKER: That, again, is not 
urgent. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Do I not 
understand, Sir, that it has been left 
by the House in your discretion, and that 
the order of Questions is arranged by the 
Clerks at the Table, subject to your 
approval? Was it not by your direction 
that Questions addressed to the Prime 
Minister were fixed to commence at 
No. 45? And were not the first Questions 
down to-day some addressed to the 
Lord-Advoeate, which do not deal with 
very lively topics ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Three Navy Votes are, T under- 
stand, down to-n slit, but they appear as 
non-eflective Supply. [suppose they will 
not be proceeded with. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They 
put down because last Thursday the 
Supply business on the Paper was 
concluded time before twelve 
o'clock, and we were subje ted to con- 
siderable criticism because there was no 
other Supply down. We desire to avoid 
such criticism being levelled against us 
on any future occasion, and have there- 
fore put these Votes down to-night. 


werte 
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NEW BILL, 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TAXATION AND 
PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 

“To provide for the Taxation and 
Purchase of Land by Local Authorities,” 
presented by Dr. Macnamara ; supported 
by Mr. Bell, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Cremer, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
Harwood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Mansfield, Mr. 
Shackleton, Mr. Toulmin, and Mr. George 
White; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 13th April, and to be printed. 
[Bill 125,] 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
[Second READING}. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said that if ever a Consolidated 
Fund Bill needed special consideration it 
was the present one. This was the first 
Consolidated Fund Bill, to his knowledge, 
in the history of Parliament, the discus- 
sion on which would be cut short by the 
guillotine. There was some misconcep- 
tion as to the importance of this Bill, at 
any rate outside the House. It was 
supposed that the proceedings in Ways 
and Means, on which the Bill was 
founded, were mere formalities, and that 
the Second and Third Readings were 
occasions on which anything could be 
talked about. 
this Bill was one of the safeguards 
provided by the Constitution for securing 
the control of the House of Commons 
over the administration of publie monies. 
To get money in Supply was a com- 
paratively small thing, but it was only 
by this Bill that the money was actually 
obtained from the National Exchequer, 
and that showed the extreme jealousy 
which attached to the appropriation by 
the Government of the funds of the 
nation. Every Bill of this kind 
sanctioned issues from the fund 
which were exactly equivalent to 
the Votes already granted in Supply. 
Theobvious intention of the constitutional 
practice in this regard was that the issues 
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’ out of the fund should be used only for 
the purposes authorised by the Votes in 
Supply. No doubt there was a practice 
in the Army and Navy Departments by 
which they interchanged grants of money 
obtained in Supply ; but, on the present 
occasion, grants out of the Consolidated 
Fund for one purpose were going to be 
used deliberately for other purposes, and 
the sanction of the House was, for the 
first time, being asked to this unusual 
proceeding. It was the business of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to deferd 
this Bill, and he would like to draw the 

right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the 

fact that the sum of over £28,000,000 
asked for in this Bill was the aggregate 
of two Votes—the Vote for the Civil 

Services and Vote 1 for the Navy. There 

was no provision for the Army at all. 

Had it ever happened that on the first 

day of a new financial year the Army 

had been left in such a condition—with- 
out having obtained any grant from the 

Consolidated Fund. He wished to know 

whether, on April Ist in any previous 

year, the Army had been left without an 
ad hoc grant from the Consolidated Fund 
to meet Army expenses for the coming 
year. He believed it had never before 
happened. An excessive provision was 
now asked for for the Civil Services— 
twenty-three and a half weeks Supply 
instead of two or three months, the con- 
stitutional limit, in order that the money 
might be applied as it was last year to 
the purposes of the Army, and possibly 
of the Navy also. He protested against 
this practice of applving money, voted by 

Parliament for one purpose, to totally 

different purposes. The Vote was a 

bogus Vote, in so far as it was not 

wanted for the Civil Service at all, and it 
had been swollen to its present dimen- 
sions in order that the money might be 
used for Army purposes. It was a novel 
system, and he beli-ved an uncorstitu- 
tional one, and it certainly required an 
explanation from the Government. He 
had not moved a reduction 01 the Vote 
on Account because when such a Motion 
had been decided it would have precluded 
| the challenging of items. He would do 
| 80, however, if it were in order, on the 

‘Committee stage of this Bill, It might 

| be suggested that there was a pre- 

|cedent for this in what had been done 
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precedent was worthless and that what 
was done was @ gross abuse of prac- 
tice. The truth was that the Scottish 
Education Bill was dropped last year 
simply because it would have taken 
up three days longer, so close had the 
Government got to the end of their 
-ether—and have rendered an additional 
Appropriation Bill necessary. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
igreed that the Bill was one of extreme 
inportance and that the Second Reading 
could not be considered a mere formality. 
Theoret cally there was no amount fixed 
in the Bill at present, the figures being 
in italics, so that an Amendment to reduce 
the amount could hardly be shut out in 
(ommittee. Still, he understood the hon. 
Member for Dundee had not moved its 
rejection, He felt bound to support the 
Second Reading of the Bill, as otherwise 
the Government would not be able to 
comply with the law, although the 
(roverament were not entitled, by their 
conduct in regard to this Bill and to 
Supply this session, to any great in- 
dulgence. But undoubtedly it raised 
serious questions, The old practice of 
the House was to grant the Government 
a Vote on Account for two months at the 
outs de, the amount of which was usually 
from £3,000,000 to £5,000,000. This 
involved a second Vote on Account, so 
that there was a Consol dated Fund Bill 
in March, and a second in May, and, 
fiia'lv, of course, there was the Appro- 
priation Bill at the end of the session, 
which he suggested was very like the 
H'ghlander’s kaife; it had had a great 
many new blades and new handles, yet 
it was just the same knife—altered. 
That practice lasted till 1897, when the 
(rovernment asked for a Vote on Account 
which would carry them on for some 
five months, and so got rid of the neces- 
sity for one of the Con olidated Fund 
Bills. This was a very serious matter. 
It had enormously diminished the control 
of Parliament over the Government, 
especially as, by the new rules, the Vote 
on Account could only be discussed for 
one day, and the humour of the thing 
was illustrated by the fact that the 
new rule was put forward by the 
(roverument as compensation to it 
for the advan‘ages 


enormous 


{27 Marcu 1905} 
last vear, but he submitted that the | 


given 
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the House for the discussion of Supply. 
The result was that instead of having 
two unlimited discussions, the House 
would only have one discussion, and 
that would be limited to one day. The 
effect of that must be loss of control 
over expenditure. 


Then, again, the Bill authorised the 
issue of £28,798,400 composed of 
Supplementary Estimates for 1904-5, 
a Vote on Account, and a sum _ for 
the Navy. That was very different 
from the relatively small sums which 


used to be voted as a Vote on 
Account. It brought a new principle 


and a new consideration into play; and 
the House ought not to pass such an 
enormous sum without attaching appro- 
priation toit. The sums were ear-marked 
in the Vote ; but they were not ear-marked 
in the issue. The House gave this 
£29,0°0,.00 to the Government; they 
authorised the Treasury to borrow on it ; 
but thev did not ear-mark a single penny 
of it. It was the principal and most 
effectual work of the control exercised 
by Parliament that every penny of th’s 
money should be ear-marked for a par- 
ticular purpose; and should not be 
applied to any other purpose. That was 
exceedingly important, however able the 
Ministers concerned might be. Formerly, 
when a Vote on Account was small, 
the necessity which existed now for 
appropriation did not arise, as any 
abuse that might oceur could not be 
very great; but when it was proposed 
to vote such an enormous sum as that 
before the Housé, the House ought to 
seriously consider whether they ought 
not to attach to the Bill the condition 
of appropriation. 


The Bill was far more than an 
issue Bill. Clauses 1 and 2 authorised 
the Treasury to issue £29,C0),000; 
and Clause 3 authorised the Treasury 
to borrow from any person the 
total amount authorised. He quite 
recognised that there must be some Vote 
on Account; and also that the Treasury 
should have borrowing powers; but up 
to 1902 such powers were strictly 
limited to borrowing for one quarter 
only. The wording of the Act always 
was that the sum borrowed should be 
repaid in the next succeeding quarter. 
It was only in August 1902, that the 
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right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol, then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, proposed for the first time 
an entirely new set of clauses, the eftect 
of which was that the Treasury, or, in 
other words, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, was given power to borrow 
for the whole of the vear. The result 
was to increase the borrowing powers 
from a three months range of action 


to a conceivable nine months range 
of action. He thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would not 


dispute the accuracy of that description. 
When these clauses were proposed he 
took considerable objection to them, 
although he did not feel it right to 
divide the House against them. The 
Treason given for them was that the 
Treasury could borrow under more 
favourable circumstances. That, no 
doubt, was so, but the power of 
borrowing wis a dangerous power to 
give at all. It really ought not to be 
extended by this House, but ought to 
be restricted; and this special class of 
borrowing was especially dangerous, be- 
cause it added to the floating debt, the 
very worst form of debt, for which no 
security was given, but which was con- 
tracted on the I.0.U. of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer or Treasury Bills. 
That had been one of the causes why 
the floating debt had attained such 
tremendous dimensions. In his opinion, 
the House ought to go back to the 
old system which existed before 1902. 
The reasons for going back were 
becoming stronger and stronger every 
day, and they were especially strong 
as regarded the present period. When 
the Bill went into Committee he would 
certainly make an attempt to alter 
the clauses back to their old form, and to 
restore the berrowing powers of the 
Treasrrv to what they were before 1902. 
The danger was 10% so much from over- 
taxation over-indebtedness, 
ard ths parte. lr form of indebtedness 
wis the n.ost dangerous form of all. He 
had restricted himself entirely to the 
financial aspects of the Bill. It was an 
extremely important Bill and was worthy 
of the attention of the House. 


as trom 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he desired to point out that under this 
Bill the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Mr. Gibson Bovwles. 
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would have no means of paying the 


Army. The Act on which he relied for 
that broad statement was the Public 
Accounts and Charges Act, 1891. Section 
2 of that Act was very precise; and 
provided that every sum issued in pur- 
suance of that Act should be applied to 
making good the amount s> granted at 
the time of issue. Under the Vote on 
Account money was taken for the Navy 
and the Civil Services; but there was 
no Vote forthe Army. The practice of the 
‘Treasury hid been to treat the whole of 
the Army Votes as one Vote, and the whole 
of the Navy Votes as another Vote, and 
to transfer money voted for the Nayy to 
expenditure on the Army. That was, 
however, based upon a particular section 
of the Appropriation Act; and without 
such an Act the power of the Treasury 
to treat the Army Votes as one Vote 
lapsed. There was no general authority 
to the Treasury to treat the Army Votes 
as one Vote; and at present the Treasury 
had no power to issue out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund any money for the Army at 
all. An issue could only be made by 
the Consolidated Fund Bill they were 
now asked to pass. But the issue by 
this Bill was governed by the Public 
Accounts and Charges Act, under which no 
issue could be made except in respect to 
Votes that had been granted. At the 
end of this year the ‘Treasury would 
have had granted Vote 1 of the Navy 
and Vote 7 of the Army. They would 
therefore be in a_ position to pay 
the Navy but not to feed them, and 
to feed and forage the Army but not 
to pay them. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
perhaps tell the House, if he proposed to 
pry the Army and feed the Navy, what 
had been the practice of the Treasury. 
Apparently the Government had not 
taken into account the full meaning of 
the Act of 1891 which, intentionally or 
not, limited and defined what the 
practice of the Treasury should be with 
regard to issues from the Exchequer, 
and with regard to appropriations-in-aid, 
He did not know whether he had made 
the point he had raised clear to the 
right hon, Gentleman, or whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
cite the statutory authority on which 
he relied for such issues as he would 
make to the Navy and Army until the 
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Appropriation Act was passed. He fully 
admitted that the practice of the 


Treasury was necessary, if the Navy and 
the Army were to be maintained between 
the months of March and August, but he 
mbmitted that for that purpose an 
{mendment to the Consolidated Fund 
ill was required. As the Consolidated 
fund Bill now stood, the right hon. 
Centleman would be compelled to commit 
a illegal act. As he understeod, an 
4mendment to the Consolidated Fund 
Bill would be out of order and could not 
le discussed, and that being so, in order 
tc bring this question to an issue, he had 
no alternative but to move that this Bill 
be rend a second time this day six 


nonths, 


Mason SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 


tosecond the Amendment. 


{mendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
ed of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Wr. MeKenna.) 


(QJuestion proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusrteEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, BE.) said anvone who had 
listened to the present discussion would 
agree with the hon. Member for Dundee 


hat the financial procedure of the 
House was  cumbrous, complicated, 
ind excessively difficult of compre- 
iension. It was hedged round with 
ormalities and so called securities 
Which might at one time have been 
levessary for preserving the control 


f the House over expenditure by the 
rovernment or the executive action of 
th» Government, but which he thought 
took up a good deal of time— time which 
might be spent more usefully in other 
Ways—-without in any way adding to 


the authority or influence of Parliament. 


The procedure commenced in Committee 
of Supply when the Vote was proposed 
for the services of the vear. Following 
upon that stage came the Report of that 





Vote to the whole House, when the assent 
of the House to the Resolution of the 
Committee had be obtained. It 
might thought that that would be 


0 
be 


, Sufficient for the purpose, but then eame 
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| a further stage, itself divided into several 
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stages, when the Government had to 
ask power to issue the money which the 
House had alreedy voted. That was the 
stage when the Consolidated Fund Bill 
was dealt with. The Appropriation Bill 
was a Bill not merely to authorise the 
payment of money but to see that the 
money authorised was appropriated to 
specific purposes. The House was now 
engaged upon the Second Reading of the 
Consolidated Fund Bill, and it was true 
that in that Bill to-day was included the 
total sun of money actually voted by 
the House for Supply services, and it was 


provided that the money authorisd 
under the Consolidated Fund Bill 
should be available for the purposes 
which had been approved by the 


House previous to the introduction of 


the Consolidated Fund Bill. It might 
be true that while the total in a 
Bill like the present was arrived at 


by adding together the sums voted 
on account of the Army, Navy, Civil 
Service, and Supplementary Estimates 
of expenditure, there would be power 
under the Act to issue money to the 
extent of the total sum, not limited to 
the exact p-oportion of the Votes already 
passed. That might or might not be a 
desirable thing, but he failed to see how 
the business of the country could be 
carried on without a_ revolutionary 
change in Parliamentary procedure unless 
such authority was given. I[t was quite 
obvious that the House could not pass 
the whole of the Supply for a year until 
the commencement of that year. If 
the same power was not given in the 
future as was given in the Consolidated 
Bills in the past it would be impossible 
for the business of the country to be 
carried on. 


It was complained that in former 
years they used to have not a single 
Consolidated Fund Bill but two or 
three in the course of a session, be- 
fore coming to the final Appropriation 
Bill. He might at once say he was 
afraid there would have to be a second 
Consolidated Fund Bill this year, though 
he greatly regretted the necessity. It 
was not the intention of the Government 
that such a necessity should arise when 
the present rules of procedure were 


passed, Under the old arrangement 
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Votes A and 1 of the Army and Navy 
were taken together with a small Vote 
on Account at the expiration of the 
financial year, and there was no further 
opportunity of discussing Supply until 
quite the end of the session when the 
discuss‘on was often perfunctory. By 
the new rules a -weekly opportunity 
had been given to the House to discuss 
those Votes of Supply hon. Gentlemen 
desired to criticise. The First Lord of 
the Treasury at that time announced 
that part of his intention in framing 
the new rules was that a single Vote 
on Account should be taken to cover the 
whole of the session, from which it 
followed that there would be only one 
Consolidated Fund Bill before the final 
Appropriation Act. 


The hon. Member had asked if there 
was any precedent for the position 


in which they were with regard 
to the Army Votes to-day. He had 


not looked up the precedents, and 
he did not think there was, but the 
present position was in part due to 
the endeavour which had been made 
this year to meet the recommenda- 
tions of the Public Accounts Committee. 
Last year the Public Accounts Commit- 
tee objected to the large use made of 
the powers of the Treasury to give pro- 
visional sanction to the transfer of ava'l- 
able Supply from particular Army Votes 
to other Army Votes and from particular 
Navy Votes to other Navy Votes. The 
form in which the Army Supple- 
mentary Estimates were brought in this 
year was one desired by the Public 
Accounts Committee in order that at the 
earliest possible moment the sanction of 
the House should be asked for the ¢véne- 
ments which had taken place, instead of 
that sanction being asked by Resolutions 
immediately preceding the introduction 
of the Appropriation Bill at the end of 
the session. He thought the experiment 
had not been wholly satisfactory. The 
hon. Member for Exeter recently com- 
plained of the difficulty of understanding 
the accounts, or even of apprehending 
the purposes for which the money the 
House was asked to vote was required. 
He (the Chancellor of the Exchequer) 
had been anxious that the attention of 
the House should be called by the Supple- 
mentary Army Estimates to the particular 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain 
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subject which necessitated their pre- 
sentation. As long ago as his Budget 
statement of last year he announced that 
a Supplementary Estimate would be 
required for Somaliland. He thought 
that the practical and business-like way 
of treating the £550,000 required would 
have been to put down a \ ote for that 
amount for ‘‘ operations in Somaliland.” 
Every Member of the House would then 
have known in advance for what the 
money was required, and what discussion 
would be germane to the Vote. He was 
told, however, that if he insisted on hay- 
ing the Vote presented in that form, he 
would be met by the recommendation of 
the Public Accounts Committee, and that 
before the Supplementary Estimate was 
discussed at all, at least a day would be 
spent in discussing the form in which it 
was presented. The Estimate was there. 
fore introduced in the form which it was 
understood the Pvblic Accounts Com- 
mittee approved, but he did not think 
the result had been _ satisfactory. 
The discussion wandered over a very 
wide area, covering almost every Army 
Vote; it was an anticipation of the 
natural and proper discussion on the 
Army Votes for next year, an‘ in conse- 
quence of the introduction of this 
extraneous matter it was very late in the 
day before the discussion of Somaliland 
affairs was retchel at all. Jt was, in 





fact, the abnormal length of that discussion 
which had brought the House to the 
postion on which the hon. Member 
for Dundee had commented. More days 
would have been given to the discussion 
of Supply and finance before E ster in 
the present session than had been allotied 
in any but four of the last fourteen years. 
The Supplementary Estimates were 
smaller this year than they had been for 
many years pist, and yet the time 
which h id proved ample for the discussion 
of bigger Estimates in other years had 
been insufficient this year. The Govern- 
ment had therefore been driven to adopt 
the course explained by the Leder of 
the House, which he believed was un- 
precedented—certainly he was not pre- 
pared to cite a precedent across the 
floor of the House. 





The hon, Member for North Monmouth- 
shire had asked by what authority he 
would pay the Army out of the Victual-| 
ling Vote. He would do so by exactly 
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the same authority as his predecessors 
had done for many years past. 
been the accepted financial practice of 
the country; it had received each year 
he subsequent ratification of Parliament 
yy the Appropriation Act, and it had 
lways been sanctioned by the Public 
.ecounts Committee ; and as far as he 
new, there had never been any question 
s to its propriety, or, indeed, its absolute 
peessity; and the hon. Gentleman him- 
vif, though he said an interesting point 
culd be raised as a constitutional tech- 
neality, did not suggest that the practice 
wuld be dispensed with. 


Mr. McKENNA suggested that the 
frm of the Consolidated Fund Bill might 
be so altered as to cover the illegality. 


Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN depre- 
cated any alteration in these annual Bills 
unless a clear necessity were shown. 
‘uch alterations were made a subject of 
comment, generally of criticism, and were 
almost always instrumental in occupying 
time which might be more usefully devoted 
to other matters. He therefore would 
not propose any innovation in consti- 
tutional practice unless he was convinced 
of its clear and urgent necessity. 


He came now to the point raised by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn with 
reference to the change made in the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill in 1902, at the instiga- 


tion of his r'ght hon. friend the Member | 


for West Br'stol. The hon. Member was 
under a complete misapprehension in 
speaking of that alteration as having had 
the cff-ct of adding to the floiting debt 
of the country. It did not authorise the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to borrow a 
single pound more than he could other- 
wise have doie. The contention of the 
hon. Member was that that alteration 
authorised the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to borrow up to the close of 
the financial year instead of borrowing 
merely for one quarter and repaying the 
money so borrowed the next, and that in 
that way it greatly reduced the control 
of the House over the Government of the 
dav. Under the old system what the 
Government borrowed in the first quarter 
of the year they had to repay in the 
But they did it by borrowing 
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That had | 
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instead of borrowing at once for nine 
months, they borrowed for three, and 
then for three months again, and 
then for another three. As the House 
was doubtless aware, the necessity for 
these temporary borrowings arose from 
the fact that whilst expenditure was 
heavy in the early part of the year the 
revenue collection was not equal to the 
outgoings, and therefore the ingathering 
of the revenue had to be anticipated by 
borrowing. This necessity would always 
exist as long as the income-tax, which 
was collected mainly in the last quarter 
of the year, remained at its present high 
figure, and formed so important a part 
of the financial system of the country. 
The course to which the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn took exception did not 
increase the borrowing power of the 
Government or relieve them of the control 
of the House of Commons. What it did 
was to enable the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to borrow in more than one 
way and on more than one security. 
Formerly he could borrow only on his 
personal 1.0.U. That being a security 
he could not offer in the market, he 
was obliged to have recourse to the 
Bank of England to meet the whole of his 
needs, and when those needs were as great 
as they had been of recent years, this 
method of financing the Exchequer in 
anticipation of revenue was net only 
inconvenient but uneconomical. By the 
powers taken in 1902 the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was given greater latitude 
as to the security on which and the 
way in which he could borrow, and 
by so doing the disturbance and in- 
convenience to the money market 
were lessened, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was enabled to raise the 
money he required on more ecoiomical 
terms. He could not be a party to the 
reversal of the decision then taken, and 
he hoped that on further consideration, 
the House being assured that no ad- 
ditional borrowing powers were given to 
the Government by its renewal, the hon. 
Member would not persist in his en- 
deavour to eliminate this clause from 


ithe Bill. 


again; so that it simply meant that | 


Mr. McKENNA expressed his satis- 
faction with the reply of the right bon. 
Gentleman, and asked leave to withdraw 
bis Amendment. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) desired to 
necessity for more drastic action than had 
yet been taken in the way of calling 
upon the local education authorities to 
make adequite provision for the proper 
feeding of children in clementary schools. 
At the present time all that was being 
cone in this direction was being done by 
voluntary effort. It had been shown 
that voluntary effort was no longer 
adequate to meet the necessities of the 
case. He hoped that it would not be 
urged that nothing could be done with- 
out fresh legislation. He was perfectly 
alive to the fact that it was not com- 
petent for him to discuss legislation upon 
the Bill now before the House, but he 
held that the Education Department 
could do a great deal more even with 
the powers they now possessed. He did 
not think that the Education Depart- 
ment single and alone could do much, 
but in conjunction and co-operation 
with other Departments of State, he 
thought a very great deal could be done 
to mecting the most necessitous aspects 
of the case. The demand for the proper 
feeding of school children was based 
upon two main grounds: (1) the plea of 
humanity, and (2) economy. With re- 
gard to the humanitarian argument, he 
anticipated that there would not be any 
difference of opinion in any section of 
the House. They would all agree that 
it was criminal, let the cause be what it 
might, that children should be allowed 
to go improperly fed and uncared for. 
On the ground of economy, it stood to 
reason that, having provided a great 
system of educational machinery, they 
should be prepared to make the most of 
it by not merely equipping the schools 
so as to enable them to give 
best education, but by properly feeding 
the children so as to enable them 
to receive the education provided for 
them. That was the respect in which 
this question was so important. 


It might be alleged that to undertake 


{COMMONS} 
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| That argument was commonly used in 


this and various other connections, but 


‘they never heard this argument except 


call attention to the | 


the | 


| when it was a case of an attempt to save 


the rates. When a poor widow was 
called upon to go out to work for her 
family to prevent a home being broken 
up they heard nothing of parental 
responsibility. Upon the proper feed- 
ing of children depended the future 
stamina and morale of the rice. The 
money spent upon th* feeding of 
chillren would return to the natiou ten- 
fold in days to come, whereas if they 
starved the childen now they would have 
incompetent men in the future. As a 
matter of economy, he submitted that 
the nation would be well advised if it 
insisted that the children attending our 
elementary schools should be properly fed 
asa primary condition .o endeavouring 
to educate them efficiently. This view 
was supported by the Report of the 
Royal Commission upon Physical 
Training which applied to — Scot- 
land, and by the Inter-Departmental 
Committee which applied to the whole 
kingdom. 


With the sanction of the House 
he would again call attention to 
some of the recommendations of those 
two bodies bearing upon the respon- 
sibility of the Education Depart- 
ment and the Government authorities. 
The Royal Commission upon Physical 
Training in Scotland reported that a 
large number of important witnesses, 
including members of the medical pro- 
fession, inspectors of schools, represen- 
tatives of school board teachers and 
others were questioned on the subject 
with regard to the effects of malnutrition 
upon youths, and they were unanimous'y 
of opinion that it was most desirable 
that increased attention should be paid 
to the feeding of children attending 
State-aided schools. This Commission 
entirely endorsed that view. He desired 
to ask the Minister for Education whether 


/his Department had taken any aciion 


the feeding of school children was to | 
interfere with parental responsibily. | Departmental Committee upon Physical 


in the way of calling the attention of 
the local education authorities to this 
aspect of the question. If not, he wis'ied 
to know whether it was the intention of 
the Education Department to take any 
action in. connection with this recom- 
mendation. In regard to the Inter- 
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Deterioration, on July 20th last year 
they recommended— 


“That the evils arising from underfeeding of 
shildren are so widespread, and in certain 
ocalities so pressing, that some authoritative 
ntervention is called for at the earliest possible 
,oment to secure that the education of the 
hildren who are obliged to attend school shall 
ot be hampered and retarded by the physical 
ondition thereby engendered.” 


That was eight months ago, and he 


gshed to know if anything had 
ben done to give effect to that 


mommendation. If not, what use was 
it appointing Royat Commissions and 
iiter- Departmental Committees, thus 
gending the money of the country and 
wasting the valuable time of the Com- 
2 The Minister for Education 
wd iiformed them that he had ap- 
pinted a second Inter-Departmental 
(ommittee with the object apparently of 
fudins out what the first Committee re- 
«ommended. This second Committee 
had been appointed to find out whether 
vlief for poor children could be better 
aganised without any charge upon the 
public funds, both generally, andespecially 
n regard to children who, from mal- 
nutrition, were below the normal standard. 
Why was this limitation imposed? Why 
were the Committee not allowed to make 
a full inquiry into the entire question 
Whether it involved a charge upon the 
rates or otherwise? Upon a question 
vhich had excited such widespread 
nterest, and which was in no sense a 
arty question but a subject upon which 
lepended not merely the physique of the 
veople but the defensive power of the 
‘ation, why should the Board of Educa- 
ion impose such a limitation which would 
ither stultify the Report of that Com- 
nittee or involve the appointment of 
hnother Committee before a final decision 
tould be arrived at. There was a further 
Fecommendation in the Report of the 
Inter-Departmental Committee which 
stated that— 

“A working adjustment between the privi- 
eges of charity and the obligations of the com- 
uunity might be reached,” 


wssloners 


That obviously referred to some work- 
Ing agre-ment that the school authorities 
should make provision for cooking the 
meals, and providing a room in which the 
meals could be served, on the condition 





and understanding that the cost of the 
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Minister for Education done anything to 
carry into effect that recommendation ? 
All through the winter they had had these 
funds at work in every big centre of popu- 
lation in England and Scotland. They had 
had the teachers and the staffs of the 
schools voluntarily doing their best to 
assist in feeding the children. Everybody 
appeared to have been anxious to take a 
share of the work except the Education 
Department, which ought to have shown 
most anxiety of all. He asked the hon, 
Baronet whether his Depaitment had 
circularised the educational authorities 
showing how their own efforts could 
be co-ordinated with those of private 
charity, so as to make the most of the 
means at their disposal until some final 
airangement had been reached. In 
connection with the higher-grade schools 
the local authorities now built dining- 
rooms and made provision for meals 
being supplied at the cost of the scholars, 
If that could be done in the high>r class 
schools, why did not the Minister of 
Education instruct the Jocal authorities 
that it was equally competent in 
elementary schools. That was a matter 
respecting which they had a right to 
complain. Paragraph 362 of the Report 
said— 

“In some districts it still might be the case 
that such an arrangement would prove inade- 
quate. The extent of the concentration of the 
poverty might be too great for the resources of 
local charity, and in these, subject to the 
consent of the Board of Education, it might be 
expedient to permit the application of muni- 
cipal aid on a larger scale.” 

Did the powers possessed by municipal 
authorities enable them to provide 
money to meet the case of necessitous 
children? The city of Bradford corpora- 
tion had endeavoured to meet the 
demand for meals by voting a surplus 
of money, in the form of salary to the 
Lord Mayor, on the understanding that 
the sum so voted was to be handed over 
to the education authorities and applied 
to the feeding of children. That was 
one way in which, without fresh 
Parlimentary powers, money might be 
raised. There was another. In addition 
to the relieving of destitute children by 
the boards of guardians, he submitted 
that the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in conjunction with the 
Minister of Education, was empowered 


|meals came from public charities. Hadthe ;to make grants of money to school 
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authorities or to private committecs {o. 


enable them to feed starving children. 
The Local Government Board might 
authorise the granting of a sum of money 
by any board of guardians to any in- 
stitution which promised by its opera- 
tions to save the rates. He submitted 
that since children whose parents were 
destitute had a right to come upon the 
rates for support, it was quite within the 
sc»pe of the powers of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to authorise grants in the 
way he had indicated. He hoped the 
Board of Education could take the 
initiative in this matter and instruct the 
local education authorities as to their 
powers, duties, or responsibilities. 


It was commonly supposed, now that 
the unemployed difficulty was subsiding, 
the winter was passing, and the spring was 
upon us, that the need for making pro- 
vision for hungry children was passing 
away. There could not be a greater 
fallacy than an assumption of that 
kind. The poor and, in a special degree, 
hungry children were with us all the 
year round, and one of the strong 
objeciions to leaving the matter to be 
dealt with by private charity was that it 
was only on the occurrence of a crisis 
that private charity operated, and that 
while the need was continuous relief was 
spasmodic and very uncertain, In Man- 
chester he found that the local education 
authority provided during the winter 
months 109,C00 free meals to children at 
a cost of £1,010. At the beginning of 
March the provision of free meals had to 
stop, not because the need for them had 
ceased but because the fund had dried 
up, and during all the months that were 
to come until the beginning of next 
winter the harrowing spectacle would be 
seen in Manchester of children going to 
school day by day, not, perhaps, starving, 
but always improperly fed, and the 
teachers were set the task of educating 
the mind while the physical condition 
of the child was such as to render educa- 
tion an absolute impossibility. Surely 
it was time, when we had commenced 
to build up an educational system in 
some manner worthy of the nation, that 
we should try to be logical for once 
and equip the schools fully by equipping 
the child efficiently. In West Hartle- 


pool 1,200 children received one meal {its budding manhood. He hoped they | 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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each day all through the winter from 
charitable funds. The important point 
to which he wished to direct attention 
was that, while these children were stil] 
upon the roll of necessitous cases, the 
These 
poor little mites were only having their 
free breakfast three times a week now 
instead of six times. This happened 
because the matter, though one of public 
interest, was left to charity which dried 
up, and charity was very apt to dry up 
when sentiment was taken out of the 
appea]. In Leith the number of children 
who had to be provided with meals was, 
on an average, 600 a day all the year 
round, and in order to meet the cost 


between £800 and £900 was required, | 


The School Board of Leith had issued a 
circular appealing for funds, and up to 
the present the amount received was 
£190, These cases could be multiplied 
indefinitely. It was not only London that 
was clamouring for relief in this matter; 
the demand was coming from all parts 
of the country. 


While all classes should be interested 
in 
were interested in a_ special degree. 
They heard about inefficients and pople 
who were unemployable, but if children 
were starved how could the youth of the 
country grow up physically strong and 
able to maintain their place in the 
industrial struggle? He hoped the Edu- 
cation Department would say boldly and 
straight out, “ Here is a need that exists, 
no matter how it has arisen, and it is the 
business of the State to take upon itself 
the responsibility of having that need 
adequately met.” If the parents drank 
the money which ought to be spent 
feeding the children, punish the 
parent, but do not visit the sins of 
the parent on the child. We could not 
afford to do that without serious risk. 
This was not a matter for private charity. 
The more sensitive and highly strung it 
was, and the more mental capacity it had, 
the more did a child shrink from the brand 
placed upon it when called upon to eat 
the bread of pauperism or charity, while 
others were enjoying that which was its 
by right. It was not only that they 
broke the child physically in that way, 
but they broke its spirit and destroyed 


the question, the working classes | 
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would have from the Minister of Educa- 
tion some declaration of policy in regard 
to this great question, There was 
testimony accumulating on every hand 
that it could not be delayed or shelved 
with impunity. With regard to the 
ybjection that the State was taking the 
lace of the parents, he would remind 
ion. Members that the State, by its 
iction, had broken down the sense of 
varental responsibility in the great textile 
districts. That being so, the sense of 
jarental responsibility was bound to dis- 
appear under modern conditions, and 
theie was need for the State to step in 
and supply the place the parent formerly 
ccupied. In order that the feeling of 
the House might be tested on the subject, 
he moved that the Bill be read that day 
ax months. 


Consolidated Fund {27 Ma 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
sid that in seconding the Motion he 
wished to add a few words to what he 
had uttered on this subject on Wednesday 
last. He had watched the physical con- 
dition of the working classes for the last 
thirty vears with care, and in detail 
pretty well every day, both as a teacher 
and as a member of a school board, and 
he had arrived at two very definite con- 
clusions in regard to the matter. The first 
of these was that 80 per cent. of the people 
were never,better off than they were to-day 
as regarded housing, clothing, and feeding. 
The effects of the system during these 
thirty vears in the common schools had 
been altogether elevating, not only in 
regard to the children themselves, but in 


respect to parental obligation towards | 


those children. He was perfectly easy 
in his mind as to the physical condition 
of four-fifths of the wo-king classes. But 
he felt, indeed he might go the length of 
saving that he knew, that ot the other 
fifth, in respect of their housing, clothing, 
and feeding, their condition was entirely 
hopeless, and never more hopeless than 
at the present time. That fitth were the 
children of the great slums not only in 
England, but in Ireland—-the Physical 
Deterioration Committee had some very 
striking evidence from Ireland—-and also 
in Scotland. These children of the slums 
represented a million of the children in 
the British Isles, and we had to concen- 
trate our attention upon that particular 
million. It was no exaggeration to say 
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that he positively shuddered when he 
contemplated the fact that here we had 
a million of to-morrow’s citizens upoa 
whose puny, rickety shoulders the 
burden of the heritage of this country 
inevitably rested. They were always 
suffering from malnutrition. In a great 
many cases the mothers, even if they had 


the right sort of material! to feed 
these children with, would not mak> 
use of it to the best advantage, 


particularly in this country of England. 
He remembered a med'cal man com- 
plained to such a mother when she was 
giving a snall child in arms some gin. 
Sie turned round upon him very sharp!v 
and said, ‘‘ You dare to say to me that I 
don’t know how to bring up children. 
Why, I have buried six.” Apart from 
the fact that there was always mal- 
nutrition in the winter time, when the 
building and allied trades were out of 
work, children came to school day after 
day absolutely hungry. He had seen in 
Kast Bristol, when the frost first began 
to be keen, the children faint and even 


vomit not because they had too much 
in their stomachs, but because their 
stomachs were absolutely empty. That 


was quite a common experience. 


He would now turn to another class. 
The significance of the figures in the Re- 
port of the General Recruiting Officer for 
1902 was very striking. In St. George’s 


Barracks in this city in 1902. 12,951 
young fellows offered themselves for 


enlistment and were accepted ; but 4,841 
or 37°4 per cent. were afterwards rejected 
as being unfit under a comparatively low 
standard, At the Hounslow Barracks 
1,625 submitted themselves for enlist- 
ment in the Army and 642 were re- 
jected or 39°5 percent. At Newcastle- 
on-Tyne recruiting depot 2,012 offered 
themselves and 766 were rejected, 
or 381 per cent. Manchester was an 
extremely significant case; 4,470 young 
fellows offered themselves oad 2.190 were 
rejected, or 49 per cent. 


Mayor EVANS GORDON 
Hamlets, Stepney) : 
of rejection ? 


(Tower 
What was the ground 


MACNAMARA 
of rejection 


Dr. 
grounds 


the 
forth 


said that 
were set 


in great detail in the Appendix to the 
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Physical Deterioration Report—narrow- 
ness of chest, lightness of physique, etc. 


Major EVANS GORDON: Does 
‘““under age”? come within the causes 
of rejection 2 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he really 
could not say; but in Manchester 4,470 
recruits came under inspection and 


2,190, or 49 per cent., were rejected. 
General Sir Ian Hamilton, writing to 
Mr. Horsfall, although he paid a hand- 
some tribute to the courage and en- 
durance of the Manchester Regiment 
in the South African War, said he 
could not but feel what a shame it 
was that the men were so undersized. 
As his hon. friend would say: their 
spirit was strong, but their flesh was 
weak. At the Liverpool recruiting 
depot 2,164 came under inspection for 
the Army, and of these there were 
839 rejections or 38°8 per cent. Going 
over to Ireland, at Belfast there were 
1,445 inspections for enlistment and 
542 rejections or 37°6 per cent. With- 
out any further figures in testimony, 
here was a human document far more 
striking than the details in the Ap- 
pendix to the Report of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee. It was a 
letter placed in his hands a few hours 
ago, written on rough paper by a mother 
to a schoolmaster— 

‘Please to excuse Fred if he is not able to 
do his work as he has had nothing to eat since 
yesterday dinner time.” 

He could, as a teacher, say that he had 
often had a document of that kind put 
into his hands in regard to children ; and 
that teachers of London all recognised 
that that was a familiar condition of the 
children. 

It was not a question in Eng- 
land only. In the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Physical Training 
in Scotland in 1903 there was very 
remarkable testimony as to physical 
deterioration in that country, where, if 
anything, the people were individualistic. 
The Commission was appointed to con- 
sider schemes of physical training, 
and they might very well have made no 
reference to feeding, but simply said that 
such and such schemes were good or bad. 
However, directly the Commissioners 
came to the consideration of the schemes 
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for physical training of children, the 
further question of feeding them at once 
presented itself. He himself thought 
that the Commissioners went outside 
their reference, but they unanimously 
recommended that something should be 


done to deal with this question of feeding 


the children, although they were most 
anxious that there should be nothing in 
the way of economic abuse. So anxious 
indeed were thev, that they spe slally 
reserved the use of public money for 
that purpose, because of the exiguous 
terms of the reference. It was very 
remarkable that a Scotch Royal Com- 
missioner should have said— 

‘““We can do nothing with schemes of 
physical training unless we first deal with the 
feeding of children.” 

He knew that there would probably 
be quoted against hira the opinion 
of Mr. Bridgeman, who said that there 
were now no hungry children in London. 
He understood that Mr. Bridgeman had 
so far modified that statement by saying 
that there were quite sufficient agencies 
to deal with these hungry children. If 
any hon. Gentleman who was inclined to 
quote Mr. Bridgeman would turn to 
page 71 of the last Report of the London 
School Board he wou!d find that that 
Board, through a spe ial committee 
appointed to consider this question, 
deliberately came to the conclusion that 
they could not safely leave the feeding 
of the children to charity, and that the 
loca! authorities should be allowed to deal 
with this matter by means of funds placed 
at their disposal—taking security against 
anything in the nature of economic 
abuse. Let him read the testimony of 
the chairman of the Edinburgh Scho l 
Board, Miss Flora Stevenson. She said— 

* Another great difficulty we have in tlie 


poorer schools is the physical condition of the 
children. They are half-starved and ill-clad. 


Similar testimony had been obtained 
from a Catholic priest, who gave evidence 
as to the condition of the children 
in the poorer parts of the great cities in 


Ireland. He need not labour the point 
further. 

He had listened with some im- 
patience, during the discussions on 


the great Education Act of 1902, to the 
religious squabbles that went on. He 
insisted that the practical education 
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difficulty was not religious. The real 
difficulty was the problem of how we 
could adequately deal with the physical 
needs of the children. Next vear, or 
the year after, when a new Parliament, 





whatever its constitution might be, 
came to deal with these matters, 


there was no doubt there would be 
jiscussions as to whether there should be 
four trustee managers and two public 
managers On a School committee, or four 
public and two private managers. That 
yas very Important, no doubt. Or as to 
rhether there should be inside or outside 
facilities for the children to receive denom- 
national education. That, too, was no 
doubt important. But what was of far 
more importance was the physical con- 


ditions under which the children came to | 


shool. He must say that he would 
rather have a well set-up well clad, well 
fed, sturdy little Churchman 
puny, weak- kneed, narrow-chested, 
tickety little Nonconformist. 
do? He knew 


Now what should we 


there were great difficulties in the way. | 


He also knew that the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education was an 


excecdingly kind man; but, as an official, | 


the hon. Gentleman seemed to take 
rather a hard, hide-bound, doctrinaire 
view of the functions of the State in 
regard to education. We had twothings 
to do for these poor slum children. We 
had to take a complete record of their 
physical condition and place them 
under continuous medical supervision. 
In Brussels every child attending a 
primary school was medically examined, 
careful measurements taken, and the 
stite of the eyes, teeth, and other 
particulars were recorded, Sixteen 
doctors were in constant touch with the 
schools, and every school had to be visited 
every ten days and the condition of the 
children recorded. In London three or 
four doctors were engaged in this work ; 
but if the level of Brussels was to be 
reached London would have to have 100 
doctors to look after the condition of 
the children in the elementary schools. 
They would have to keep the children 
under close medical supervision, The 
prime question, however, was the question 
of food; and, as regarded that, the 
sooner it was dealt with the better. 


He would suggest the adoption of the 
canteen scholar plan, which 


Parisian 
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was partly supported by the parents, 
partly by voluntary contributions, and 
partly by the State. The schools in 
the poorer parts were linked together 
und a central dining hall was provided 
for each group. Any parent could get 
from the local Board of Works a book 
of coupons. If he could pay he did, 
if he could not, the coupons were given 
to him gratuitously; and there was no 
difference in their form, whether thev 
were paid for or not. The teachers were 
also provided with coupons; and the 
children, instead of hanging about 
picking up garbage under costers’ carts, 
as in London, were given a good meal. 
The system was economical for the 
working classes, and in time they would 
come to use it; and the charge on the 
public purse would be very small. Last 
year meals to the number of 8,000,600 
were served under this system in Paris. 
| The total cost was £75,000, of which 
'the parents paid £20,000, £15,000 was 
|received from voluntary contributions, 
and public funds paid £10,000. That was 
| the system he suggested for this country. 
It was economical and thoroughly good 
business from the Imper al point of view. 
Why should they not adopt it? The 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
said it would break up family hfe. He 
could not contemplate, as an official, 
children gathered together and getting 
one square meal. That, in his own 
opinion, was a distant and doctrinaire 
view, and was only possible from the 
representative of a University. It was 
not possible to any one who knew the 
daily lives of the people. Where was 
the family life in the New Cut? Let 
the children be first fed, and then family 
life would follow. 





Another objection was that it would 
undermine parental responsibility. That 
was a very substantial objection; and 
he was bound to face it. But did 
hon. Gentlemen advocate that the 
present state of things should con- 
tinue. Everyone knew that the children 
were suffering. Were they to be 
allowed to continue suffering in order 
that parental responsibility might be 
developed where they all knew it did 
not exist? People said that nothing 
should be done to weaken parental re- 
sponsibility; and that if the children 
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parents more dissolute still. The very 
people who put that forward were the 
people who subscribed so liberally to 
charitable agencies for dealing with this 
very problem. What was his objection 
to this charitable system? First of 
all, real deserving cases would not come 
under it. They would hide themselves 
away. Further, charitable agencies in- 
variably broke down. In time of stress, 
after a hard winter, the whole ma- 
chinery was shut down when it was most 
needed. One agency had reduced the 
number of dinners by thirty per cent. ; 
and the number of breakfasts by fifty 
per cent. That was invariably the case 
after a hard winter. His objection was, 
that it was this very same charitable 
system which emasculated parental re- 
sponsibility. No man would spend 
money on four ale while his children 
wanted food without a twinge of remorse ; 
but when he found a number of charit- 
able agencies at work he did spend it on 
beer. If he said to that man, “ You 
have to feed your children or go to goal,” 
that would be the way to develop paren- 
tal responsibility and to prevent the 
emasculation of parental obligation. He 
was deeply grateful to the benevolent 
people who organised these charitable 
agencies; but it was they who were 
emasculating parental responsibility. 
He said, ‘ Feed the child first.* He-was 
not going to let the child remain hungry. 
He would then follow the parent, and 
say that he would have to pay for the 
food of his child or go to gaol. 
So far from that breaking up family life, 
he thought that in the long run, and it 
would not be very long, it would increase 
family life and the sense of parental re- 
sponsibility. Take the compulsory clauses 
of the Education Act of 1870. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Iam bound te point 
out to the hon. Member that these 
observations appear to be directed to 
legislation rather than to administration. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he would not 
pursue the subject. He would confine 
himself to what could be accomplished 
by the Board of Educat'on, and as to the 
desirability of the Board assisting locai 
authorities by providing permanent 
machinery and appliances for the pur- 
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pose of assisting the children who went 


to school hungry. That could be done 
at on’e without legislation; and he did 
appeal to the Parliamentary Secretary to 
look at this matter officially with a little 
more warm-heartedness and full-blooded- 
ness. He could not overestimate its 
national importance. It was not so much 
Socialism as Imperialism. It was of the 
highest importance to the nation that the 
children who hereafter would have to 
support the British heritage should be 
locked after. This year they were ex- 
pending nearly £50,000,000 on the Army 
and £33,000,000 on the Navy; yet there 
was not asingle farthing in the Estimates 
to improve the physical condition of 
these unhappy children; and there was 
not a man in the House who did not feel 
somewhat uneasy about it. Not out of 
the mouth of the gun or the rifle, but 
out of the mouths of babes and sucklinss 
strength was ordained that should still 
the enemy and the avenger. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”’—(.Vr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now,’ stand part of the Question.” 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said it was quite impossible for 
him to vote for the Amendment, but he 
gladly took the opportunity of calli g 
the attention of the Government and of 
the House to the way in which this ques- 
tion and the Report of the Committee 
upon Physical Deterioration had been 
dealt with. The Report was made in 
July, and when Parliament met in 
February last it was quite evident that 
neither the Government as a whole ror 
any of the Departments concerned had 
treated this matter seriously with a view 
to carrying out any of the recommenda- 
tions of that Committee. He had put 
Questions to the Home Secretary, the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, and the Secretary to the 
Board of Education, who were all con- 
cerned in this matter. All that had been 
done by the Home Office and the Local 
Government Board was to appoint a 
Committee on Vagrancy, and all the Board 
of Education had done had been to draw 
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up some syllabuses and plans of instruc- 
tion on hygiene and domestic economy, 
a work in which the Board of Education 
was usually very industrious, but not 
ilwavs entirely successful. He was not 
naking an attack on the present Govern- 
nent, because they had merely treated 
this matter in the way in which all 
(overnments, on both sides of the House, 
jad always treated social questions. All 
vere Very great in the appointment of 
Royal Commissions and even got to the 
nint of Departmental Committees, but 
when the time came for action, when 
the time for enquiry and evidence was 
past and it became necessary for 
sme Department to take some step, 
they always broke down, They were 
“ever learning and never able to arrive 
at the knowledge of truth.” 


What had become of the original pur- 
pose for which this Committee was ap- 
pointed, which was to ascertain whether 
the people of this country were, physically, 
growing better or worse? The Committee 
reported that they could not tell, as no 
record had been kept in the past, and they 
recommended that a record should be 
kept inthe schools: that a certain register 
stould be kept and that the children 
should be measured and weighed. That 
was a thing which could be done without 
legislation, anda thing which in ten years 
would give a record by,which we could 
tell whether the people were deteriorating 
or not. Another thing considered by 
the Committee was the frightful infant 
mortality in this country and the connec- 
tion between that and the employment in 
factories and workshops of mothers soon 
after delivery. That was a matter which 
we, with other nations, so earnestly desired 
to alter at the Berlin Conference. The 
Committee did not go so far as legislation ; 
they suggested that stat’stics should be 
obtained. There were a good many 
Statistics already. In Preston alone the 
figures were 235 per 1,000—one child in 
tour. Had any effort been made to 
collect those statistics? Had the subject 
of collecting statistics ever been con- 
sidered by any Department of State ? 
Another recommendation was that the 
powers already existing for procuring a 
pure milk supply in great towns should be 
enforced. The Committee pointed out that 
the Local Government Board had actually 
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powers under statute to move, where the 
local authority did not, and they recom- 
mended that they should be put into 
operation. The housing question was 
also considered, the Committee recom- 
mending that a register should be kept 
of the owners of slum property. It was 
known at present that the owners who 
now hid themselves were rich men and 
sometimes members of the Peerage, an 
it was thought that if their names could 
be brought to light, and brought before 
the public, shame itself would influence 
to better the conditions. 


Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): 


The Owners’ names are on the rate 
books. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): No, they 
are not. 

Sir JOHN GORST thought the hon. 


Baronet was mistaken. It was further 
recommended that boys of thirteen who 
went down into the coal pits should 
be subjected to the same kind of medical 
inspection as those who went into 
factories. Had that been considered ? 
It was recommended that children in 
infant schools should be delivered from 
the bondage in which they now lived, and 
that no child should be forced into an 
infant school until 1t was six or seven 
years of age. He believed the Board of 
Education had dismissed one of their 
inspectors for recommending this, but he 
did not know that they had done anything 
more. He would not refer to smoking 
because that was the subject of legislation, 
although that legislation was left to a 
private Member to introduce instead of 
the Government bringing in a Bill, bu: 
there was also a recommendation with 
regard to smoking. The Committee also 
re-ommended further inquiry into certain 
points; had those inquiries been in- 
stituted? They recommended an inquiry 
into the effect of over-fatigue upon chil- 
dren and adults; an inquiry into the 
question of the sterilisation of m'lk, as to 
how it could be carried with a view to its 
preservation; an inquiry as to how far 
syphilis affected the population; an 
inquiry into the question of insanity, far 
more alarming in Ireland than in England 
and Scotland, which was said to be pro- 
moted by the physically bad condition 
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of the people ; and an inquiry on vagrancy. 
That was the only inquiry that had, he 
believed, been made. It would be quite 
apparent to the House that there was a 
great deal that might have been done 
and which ought to have been done with 
regard to the Report of that Committee 
which had not been seriously cons dered. 
It was a state of things that was perfectly 
appalling and which ought to be put an 
end to, and he appealed to the Govern- 
ment to seriously consider the Report and 
to put into operation those small measures 
which could be put into operation 
without expense and with only a little 
official trouble, and not to allow this 
matter to stand over any further. 

What were the Government going 
to do with the famishing§ and 
starving children? Some hon. Members 
on either side of the House still doubted 
the existence of starving children, but 
he did not think after the evidence given 
in the House itself by the hon. Member 
for Camberwell, and the overwhelming 
testimony of the evidence given before 
the Committee, anyone could doubt the 
existence of a state of things in which 
the children were too starved and in 
too low a condition to do the work of 
the school in such away as to profit by 
the instruction which at such an enor- 
nious expense was provided for them 
at the present time. The hon. Baronet 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
said that the children of the Johanna 
Street school, which he visited recently, 
appeared to be doing the ordinary school 
work in the ordinary way. They were 
doing it in the ordinary way; they had 
a blackboard before them and were 
doing sums—— 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) 
said the question was whether they 
were doing it in a proper way. 


Str JOHN GORST said they were doing 
it in a proper way ; they were looking at 
the blackboard and trying to take in the 
instruction that was being administered 
to them. When he was there he took the 
liberty of getting the teachers ina corner, 
where they could speak freely, and every 
one of them told the same story—that 
the children were remarkably slow of 
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apprehension, that it took a long while 
to get any rule of arithmetic or other in- 
struction into their heads, and that when 
at last they did succeed, they very soon 
forgot everything they had learnt. That 
was exactly the result to be expected 
from trying to teach a half-starved brain, 
The brain could not take in ideas; it had 
no nutrition with which to impress the 
facts learnt upon the memory, and hence 
the impression vanished almost as soon as 
made. If the Secretary to the Board of 
Education would go into any of these 
schools and ask questions of the teachers, 
there was no doubt as to the conclusion 
to which he would arrive. Children were 
not properly fed if they had one bowl of 
soup a dav; it might just keep then 
alive, but it did not afford the nutritio 
or food necessary to enable children to 
do the work which the Board of Educa- 
tion placed before them and for which 
the nation provided such immense sums 
of money. 
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Then came the question of feeding 
the children, He was perfectly amazed 
at the hostility which the idea of 


feeding hungry children appeared to 
excite in some minds, Why should 
Members be misrepresented and abused 
because they proposed that a child should 
be fed before it was taught? In an 
anonymous letter, recently pub/‘ished, 
signed “Ex-member of the London 
School Board,” his proposal to feed 
hungry children was described as one of 
the most pernicious that the human 
mind could conceive, and yet the writer 
finished up by proposing the very prin- 
ciple he had been advocating for some 
time past, viz., that the children should 
be fed, and measures taken afterwards to 
make the parent pay the cost, parental 
responsibility in that way being main- 
tained. He was one of the strongest 
supporters of parental responsibility, 
believing as he did that the family was 
the proper unit of the nation, and that 
there could be no happy and prosperous 
nation unless it was composed of happy, 
prosperous, and virtuous families. A great 
objection to the communal system was 
that it did undermine parental respon- 
sibility; but, as bearing on this point, he 
would read an extract from a letter 
written by a lady, who, if he could 
mention her name, would be recog- 
nised as a gfeat authority. Referring 








wh 
neg 
ant 
Th 
aw 
dos 
mi 


O1) 
th 
be 
W 
de 
in 
gi 
hi 
re 


ta 
bi 


B 














1249 Consolidated Fund 


to schools in a mining district in the 
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North of England where wages were | 


good, she said— 


«We were in a school some time ago, in | 
which quite half the children were wretchedly | 


neglected, unwashed, dressed in rags, half fed, 
and with all their little ailments neglected. 
The master told us that they were often kept 
away from school to exercise their father’s 
dogs. 
night be seen exercising beautifully groomed, 
deek, warmly-dressed, and well fed-dogs. The 


The children, pinched, stunted, in rags, | 


thing is so monstrous that it laughs at the 


limitation of speech.” 


He could see no objection to feeding 
those half starved and neglected children, 
and exacting payment from the parent, 
if necessary, by an embargo upon one of 
his dogs, and he was convinced that if 
the local authorities, especially the Poor 
Law authorities, did their duty by, and 
recognised the rights of, these children, « 
great deal of the evil could be cured 
by mere administrative action without 
further legislation. These children were 
born with civil rights, of which from 
beginning to end they were deprived by 
their parents, public authorities, and 
others. Before the child was born its 
liie was endangered by the employment 
of its mother in a factory; through 
the same cause it was deprived of its 
mother’s milk and proper care. The 
number of children sacrificed in that way 
was enormous. When the children went 
to school they were entitled to be fed, 
by their parents in the first instance, 
but, if the parents omitted to do it, by a 
public authority, He was told that the 
relieving officer at Lambeth discovered 
and reported about two dozen starving 
clildren. The condition of these children 
was vouched for by Dr. Hutchinson, 
physician to the Children’s Hospital in 
(rreat Ormonde Street, a great authority 
on the subject. When asked to send 
their relieving officer to this school the 
board of guardians passed a resolution, 
which was everything that could be 
desired, instructing the officer to make 
inquiries into the circumstances and to 
give immediate relief in cases of actual 
hunger. He was told, however, that the 
relieving officer went, but did not relieve 
a single child, although there were cer- 
tainly children there who ought to have 
been relieved. What he wanted the 
President of the Local Government 


Board to do was to instruct the board of | 


(No. 1) Bill. 1250 
guardians that every hungry child was 


entitled to immediate relief. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): There is no 


| doubt about that. 


Str JOHN GORST thought it could 
not be too widely known that a hungry 
child had a right to immediate relief. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A desti- 
tute chill. 

Str JOHN GORST said a destitute 
child was one who was hungry and 
who had no prospect of being fed. 
He desired boards of guardians to 
be instructed that such children were 
entitled to immediate relief, and that 
they must take measures afterwards 
against the parents to recover the cost 
or secure the infliction of punishment if 
there was gross neglect. He hoped also 
that the Board of Education would see 
that the condition of the law was made 
known to the managers and teachers of 
every school, and that it would be made 
part of their duty to report cases of 
destitution to the Poor Law authorities, 
in order that the child might be forthwith 
fed, and thus enabled to perform its 
school duties. Such asystem, if properly 
administered and energetically carried 
out, would be a solution of the present 
difficulty. 


With regard to medical inspec- 
tion, which was recommended in the 
strongest terms by the recent Com- 
mittee, he made no attack on the 
Secretary to the Board of Education. 
He knew how limited were the hon. 
Gentleman’s powers, and how frequently 
he had to defend matters he would rather 
not defend. His attack was directed 
against the Board itself. He could not 
understand why the Board of Educatioa 
delayed matters by appointing a Com- 
mittee of junior officials to revise the 
recommendations of the senior officials. It 
was a matter for grave regret that the 
question should be hung up by an inquiry 
so futile and so obviously for the purpose 
of delay. There was no difficulty, 
without any legislation, in providing for 
medical examinations in schools. All 
that was necessary was to put a clause 








1251 Consolidated Fund 


{COMMONS) 


in the Code stating that after a certain | 


date, say April Ist, 1906, no grant 
would be paid to any public elementary 
school in which there was not a 
satisfactory system of medical inspection 
approved by the Board of Education. 
It would be a great misfortune and 
mistake if the Board were to lay down 
one cut-and-dried system of inspection 
for the whole of England and Wales. 
The system must be adapted to the 
conditions of the district. The kind of 
inspection suitable for the dense parts 
of Manchester or London would be 
wholly unsuitable for agricultural 
districts and places with a_ sparse 
population, The best plan would be 
for the Board to lay down the broad 
principles which such an inspection should 
satisfy, and leave it to the local authori- 
ties themselves to devise the particular 
system they would adopt. He hoped 
that even now, at the eleventh hour, 
ihe Board would put a clause in the 
Code saving that such a system of in- 
spection would be required after a certain 


date next year, and that they would not | 


stop the local authorities from devising 
their own system by having such a 
Committee as had been appointed en- 
gaged for months in the impossible task 
of devising a scheme suitable for every 
locality. He knew the difficulties in this 
matter, and he did not wish to reproach 
anyone, but he did urge the Education 
Department to take this Report into 
their consideration. They ought to pro- 
ceed without any delay and with the 
greatest possible energy to carry out all 
the recommendations in the Report which 
could be carried out without legislation, 
and any legislation which was required 
could be left to be pushed forward at 
a more convenient season, 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 
said he wondered what would be thought 
of a person who having given £1,000 for 
a forty h. p. motor-car refused to spend 
another shilling for the purpose of 
lubricating it in orderto make it work. 
We were spending £4,000,000 a year 
upon education in London, and we were 
afraid to spend the extra halfpenny in 
the pound which was necessary to act 
as lubricating oil. It was quite im- 
possible that under the present system 
a child starving and without food could 
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be in a position to get the benefit of the 
splendid education now placed before it, 
If a child was sent in that condition to 
school it was absolute cruelty, because it 
was impossible for the underfed child to 
receive education just as it was im- 
possible for it to do hard physical labour, 
{fa cabman or a costermonger were to 
take his horse or donkey out to work in 
an unfit condition the authorities would 
be down upon him immediately and he 
would be summoned and punished with 
the utmost rigour of the law. The law, 
however, overlooked the poor starving 
child who had to go to school underfed and 
hungry, and the Education Department 
said that it had nothing to do with that 
sort of thing. He agreed with the 
Department that all these things should 
be properly gone into before definite 
legislative action was taken, but surely 
the time had arrived’ now to stop 
inquiries and to do something in the 
meantime. The House should not 
let this black spot be left upon 
the educational system of this country. 
When a child was not in a fit condition 
to receive instruction the little nourish- 
ment taken went to the brain, and there 
was nothing to nourish the muscles, and 
so the body suffered. The consequence 
was that in after life, when such children 
had to do work with their muscles and 
not with their brain, they were unable to 
follow ordinary occupations. Was it sur- 
prising that they found children in this 
condition taking early to stimulants? 
When a child got a mouthful of London 
gin or beer into his system and felt the 
stimulus it gave him, he felt that it did 
him good and for the first time ex- 
perienced a feeling which he had never 
experienced before. This was a danger- 
ous condition for the child to be brought 
up in, and was it surprising thet under 
these circumstances there was such @ 
large increase in the number of unem- 
ployed and unemployable? Was it 
surprising that we found so many deaths 
in workhouses and Junatic asylums, and 
could we be surprised if this question 
became more acute year by year ? 
‘Rattle his bones, over the stones ; 7 
He’s only a pauper whom nobody owns. 


We could not do much for the present 
generation, we might turn the workhouses 
into labour colonies; go in for pensions 
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for the aged poor and establish labour 
bureaux, but we could not do much more 
for them. We could, however, do some- 
thing for the rising generation and try 
by bumane treatment to save them 
‘rom falling into the abvss into which 
o many had fallen at the present 
ime. The first thing we had to do 
yas to feed these children. Never mind 
yhether it cost us an extra halfpenny 
ov the rates. We should in the end 
gt more out of it than out of any other 
form of expenditure. The hon. Member 
pr the London University and himself 
had tried to draw up a scheme to teach 
children the elements of hygiene. What 
ai irony it seemed to teach them how 
food acted upon the system when the only 
thing thev had to live upon was a bit of 
dripping or dried fish. It was time that 
tha educational authorities took this 
matter more seriously into consideration 
and endeavoured todo something practical 
instead of only promising inquiries. They 
ought to come down to the Ilouse and 
ay that from that day forth they were 
going to put their shoulders to the wheel 
and do something to put a stop to the 
present state of things. 


OLONEL LOCK WOOD(Essex, Epping) 
sid the hon. Member for the Rye 
ivision had been arguing points upon 
‘vhich they were absolutely agreed. They 
were all aware of the danger of under- 
fesding, but the difficulty was how was it 
to he met and remedied ? No more im- 
portant debate could take place in this 
House than the question of the physically 
unfit. They knew how physically unfit 
children were produced by _ parents 
aidicted to drink and how they were 
n‘glected and underfed by such parents. 
They only needed to turn into any Lon- 
don slum and observe the larrikins 
loitering about public-houses — men 
who were born tired and who 
Were no possible use—in order to 
understand the disadvantage of under- 
feeding the young. He was anxious to 
know what steps the Government were 
going to take in regard to this matter. 
le was glad to have an opportunity of 
questioning the Government upon this 
subject, and he believed they would get 
asatistactarv answer. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cambridge 
University delivered an 
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speech, in the cours» of which he said he 
had received a letter of abuse, and had 
been abused by other people, because he 
wanted to feed the hungry children. 
The hon. Member for the Rve Division 
had drawn a pathetic picture of the 
miseries of starving children. Hon. 
Members sitting on the Ministerial side 
of the House did not object to the feeding 
of these poor children, but that was not 
the question. The question was who 
should pay for the feeding of these 
children, and upon whom should the 
burden fall? The more they went into 
this subject the more they would s:e 
that hon. Members opposite, however 
Socialistic they might be, did not intend 
to feed the whole of the children out of 
the rates. When they realised that, many 
of the objections entertained on the 
Ministerial side of the House were certainly 
waived. He understood that both the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell and 
the hon. Member for Merthyr Tvdvil 
contemplated that the parents should, if 
possible, be made to pay for the feeding 
of their children. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I do. 


CoLoneL LOCKWOOD said _ there 
were many cases where a parent, Sooner 
than spend twopence upon feeding his 
child, would prefer to spend it upon a 
pint of beer. He agreed that such men 
deserved punishment, and if the feeding 
of children was to be conducted upon 
that basis then the law should insist 
upon the parent paying. He confessed 
that he had changed his opinion upon 
this subject. In the country districts 
they did not find the same amount 
of starvation and they were able to 
deal with it by private charity. In 
London, children often came to school 
hungry and they could tell this by the 
sad look upon their faces. Everybody 
agreed that that state of affairs was 
wrong and ought to be remedied. But 
the question was how, when, and where 
was it to be remedied? Was it to be 
dealt with throughout the country or 
only in the great towns? He believed it 
was only wanted in the great towns. 
In London especially was the pinch of 
hunger felt amongst the children. He 
used to have doubts as to whether actually 
starving children existed, but he had 
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now convinced himself that it was 


absolutely true. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): No. 


Cotonet LOCKWOOD said the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Peckham 
doubted that statement, but let him 
visit his own constituency and see if he 
could find any hungry children there. 
The pinch was felt in London and in 
the big towns. They were spending 
increased sums of money upon higher 
education and he thought that part of that 


money might be allocated in a 
different and a better way. He did 


not agree that there had been an im- 
provement in regard to parental obliga- 
tions. He confessed he did not see any 
improvement. He did think that much 
might be done by mothers at home. 
Instead of feeding children on bread 
bought at the baker’s, in which there 
was little or no nourishment, it would 
be very much better if mothers would 
give them bread of their own baking. 
As to the question of parental obligation, 
whe1e was it to begin and end? He was 
afraid that if they went so far as to feed 
the children they should take away the 
last vestige of parental obligation. They 
had been hearing speeches on Socialism, 
more or less, that afternoon. For years 
he had heard speeches on Socialism of 
various sorts in the House of Commons. 
Socialism was creeping into the House. 
He could not range himself on the 
side of the hon Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil, but if the hon. Member would 
confine himself to the Socialism he had 
advocated that day he should have a more 
kindly thought as to his doctrines for 
the future. The hon. Member had stated 
that at Bradford the corporation voted a 
surplus to the Lord Mayor for the purpose 
of feeding children, trusting to chance 
and to his honour that the children 
would get it. He did not like that 
method of dealing with the question. It 
ceitainly would be better that the rate- 
payers should be mulcted 3d. or Id. in 
the £1 fairly and squarely, and that they 
should feel the money would be dedicated 
to the purpose for which it was intended. 
The Minister for Education had serious 
responsibilities which were  increasirg 
every day. The hon. Member for the 
Colonel Lockwood. 
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Rye Division said the hon. Baronet took 
a very high and haughty pcsition from 
which he looked down. 


Mr. HUTCHINSON: T said the 
Department did so. I should be sorry to 
say that the hon. Baronet did so. 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD said he was 
glad the hon. Member had withdrawn 
the epithets so far as the hon. Baronet 
was concerned, but he did not think the 
Department deserved the description, 
They were very hard-working men who 
were anxious to carry out the duties of 
their office as well as they could. The 
matters with which they had to deal 
vere surrounded with difficulties, many 
of which had not been touched upon that 
evening. He believed this debate would 
have a very good effect. 


Mr. CROOKS said that in the Poor 
Law union of which he had the honour 
to be chairman, they found in regard to 
children who were underfed or not fed 
at all that they had an average per week 
of sixty-four medical orders applied for, 
and these not in respect of regular 
paupers. Multiplying that number by 
thirty for the whole of the Metropolis, 
they would see that instead of saving 
money by refusing to feed children the 
cost worked out in the other direction. 
There was a loss of cash, to say nothing 
of the valuable lives they might have fed 
up to become useful men and women. 
Sometimes it would be a blessing if the 
children were taken away rather than 
kept alive under the circumstances in 
which they had to live. The Home 
Office administration included the feeding 
of children at the present moment, and 
it was therefore wrong to pretend that 
there was no precedent for doing this 
kind of work. The argument which was 
always brought forward was that people 
should not be relieved from parental con- 
trol and responsibility, but that was done 
in the case of children who were sent to 
industrial schools. He ventured to say 
that many of them were convicted be- 
cause of their being beyond parental con- 
trol. These children were fed and clothed 
until they reached the age of sixteen, 
and then the parents who had not done 
their duty came and took them away 
when they were useiul boys and girls. 
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If the State at present could find money | representatives of the Local Gover.- 
to feed the child of the blackguardly | ment Board, the Home Office, and the 
father, why should not money be found | Education Department to meet in a 
to feed the child of the parent who was | room atthe close of this debate and 
too poor to perform his parental re-| arrange, as they could if they only 
sponsibility ? The child could not go to | would, that no child after Wednesday 
the Poor Law authorities and ask relief. | morning this week should go to school 
The parent must apply. | without having a proper meal. He 
|asked that the members of boards of 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the} guardians should be relieved from the 
teacher could apply. | agonising experiences which he had 
| described. These departments could do 
Mr. CROOKS said that, after all, there | it if only they were willing. 
seemed to be administrative reform which | ; 

the right hon. Gentleman could bring | 
about. Tf the teacher said that achild) Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E_) 
came to s‘hool hungry the matter had | said he was very much interested in thede- 
to be reported to the relieving officer, | bate, because he could foresee something 
vho had to make inquiry and satisfy | practical emerging from it. They were 
himself that the child was destitute, | all concerned in the building up of the 
Then the officer had to go to the child’s | young people of the country, and in 
home to see whether there was destitu- | giving them healthy minds in healthy 
tion there. Unfortunately, the hon. | bodies. He quite agreed with regard to 
Member said, he had to go through this | What had been said on the question of 
work every day in the week, and cer- food; but they did not want to tax the 
tainly he did not crave for it. He had well-doing poor for the sins of others. At 
been a member of a board of guardians the same time, they must realise that this 
for thirteen years, and he could assure Was a very important question. The 
the House that the law as it at present | children must be looked after if the future 
stood did not help them much. It was | generation was to be of benefit to the 
heart breaking what a man in the posi- | country. He sympathised with the sug- 
tion of a guardian had to go through | gestion that medical examination should 
week by week in regard to poor children. | be carried on on systematic lines under 








/ should be made as to whether there 


if they could only get that sympathy | the education authorities. Every practi- 
which he knew existed in the House | cal means of safeguarding the physical 
pat into practical shape, they could | and mental growth of the children should 
settle this question within a week. | be taken. They all deplored the causes 
They should not have Departmental | which induced parents earning good wages 
Committees appointed to find out the | not to spend their money well ; but why 
way not to do it. There could be ap- ‘should a Christian Legislature legalise 
pliances provided at the schools for | the sale of intoxicants so largely in the 
cooking food for the children who re- | industrial centres, which was the cause 
quired to be fed. Bills for the cost | of so much misery? If they practically 
should be sent to the parents, who | considered this question they would not 
could be asked to attend a committee | bolster up the brewers or any similar 
meeting and show cause why they | class, but would make it easier for the 
should not contribute. He asked that | working classes to do right, and more 
this should be done until a proper difficult for them to do wrong. That 
scheme could be formulated for dealing | would be touching the root of the matter. 
with underfed children. The first thing | As regarded medical examination, the 
the Department insisted on when appli- | eyes of the pupils in the Glasgow district 
cations were made for relief—he did not | Were examined by specialists with good 
Say it was wrong—was that inquiry results ; and he hoped that this debate 
would have the effect of similar practical 
was real destitution. Inquiry meant | steps being adopted generally. He de- 
delay, and a little child could not afford | sired to express his entire sympathy with 
to go for five hours, far less a day, in| any proposal for bettering the condition 


a state of hunger. He appealed to the of the children in the direction of good 
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food and fresh air, so that they might 
be well built up. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said they all sympathised with the 
condition of the children referred to. 
For many years he was associated with the 
work of education, and he fully recognised 
the great difficulty of the present position, 
He recognised that many children went 
to school in a state which they all 
deplored. The health of the people was 
of vital importance ; and, as one getting 
on in life, he could not help realising that 
the health and vigour of our race did not 
appear to have developed in the same 
degree, considering all that had been done 
duing the past generation. He should 
be delighted to assist in any possible way 
he could ; but in considering this matter, 
and while being thoroughly sympathetic, 
let them not lose their common sense. 
When all was said and done, the State 
must hold the parents responsible for 
the children they brought into the world. 
They would all gladly give what they 
could if they could do away with the 
evil; but if they departed from the 
fundamental principle of maintaining 
the authority and duty of parents to 
their families they would not be con- 
f-rring a benefit on the people generally. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew very 
well that the present condition of London 
was very serious. He, himself, was 
not a fanatic as regarded drink; but 
it was idle to contend that that 
difficulty was not at the bottom of the 
matter. Every family in the country 
spent £20 a year on drink; he did not 
say that that amounted to intoxication ; 
bat it was difficult to lay down that 
the State should maintain the children of 
a family which did that. That would 
be a dangerous proposition. If the 
evil could be overcome, he should be 
glad to see the State pay large sums ; 
but he was afraid that the making of it 
easier for children to be fed in the schools 
would increase the evil at home by in- 
ducing parents to send their children 
to secure meals where they were ob- 
tainable. He would regard that with 
very great apprehension. It was further 
quite clear to him that if they fed children 
who were now underfed they would, in a 
short time, have to feed the majority of 
children sent to school. 


Mr, Find'ay. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for Cambridge University said that 
they would enforce payment from the 
parents. If that were done, he had 
nothing more to say; but did the right 


‘hon. Gentleman mean that by a strict 


enforcement of the law these parents 
would be turned into paupers and 
disfranchised ? That should be made 
perfectly clear. He said emphatically 
that if these people had to go to the Poor 
Law for relief, even if the guardians got 
it back from them afterwards, these people 
had been made paupers and should be 
disfranchised. He did not object to that, 
nor did he believe many persons would it 
they had to go to that extr me. If they 
were to really take this step and enforce 
it, thev must do a great deal to enforce 
parental responsibility, and make parents 
feed their children. But if they cid not 
enforce it, then all this would do would 
be to tend largely to the increase of 


drink. More money would be spent in 
drink. It was not so long ago that the 


House discussed the question of educa- 
tion, when this subject was directly 
touched upon. It was then said that if 
we gave children free education, and did 
away with the fees, a great deal of trouble 
and difficulty would also be done away 
with ; that there would be regular attend- 
ance on the part of the children, and that 
the parents would be able to send their 
children to school with a good meal. 
But what had been the result ? The fees, 
which amounted to several millions, had 
been done away with, the whole cost of 
£20,000,000 a year had been thrown upon 
the community, and the physical con- 
dition of the children was not better 
but probably worse than when their 
parents paid the fees. 


This was a very grave question indeed, 
and he fully agreed that the proper 
feeding of the children must be secured 
or the nation could not go on. Tf 
the children were not properly fed 
they could not grow up into healthy 
and vigorous men and women, but 
the House must not forget that one 
of the most important qualities of 
the nation, one of the qualities on 
which this nation had been built up, was 
self-reliance. Men had been taught in 
the past to rely upon themselves, but 
,now it appeared to him that such action 
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as was suggested tended to do away with 
that great quality. The children must 
be fed, but they must not be fed without 
enforving the penalty of payment upon 
the parents. If that were not done 
the immediate result must be to under- 
mine parental responsibility and do 
away with the quality of self-reliance. 
It must also be remembered that some- 
body must pay for the food. It would 
not come down from Heaven like manna. 
It must be paid for by somebody, and 
such a thing as paying for it out of 
the rates would make it harder for those 
persons at the bottom of the social scale 
who only paid their rates with the greatest 
difficulty. One of the most alarming 
things in our great cities, and especially 
in London, was the growth of the rates, 
and this suggestion would make it doubly 
hard on those who tried to keep their 
homes together respectably. He asked 
the House to pause before they laid 
down a law or passed a_ Resolution 
granting free meals to the children in 
thisway. It was a step that would have 
a most serious result, and before they 
took that step they should be certain 
that they were maintaining the responsi- 
bility of the parents. It must be brought 
home to people that if they married and 
had children they would have to fulfil 
their duties to those children, and that if 





the children had to be fed at school the 
parents would not be allowed to go scot- 
free for their neglect. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said the question had been 
lebated on both sides of the House with 
great interest, and no one now seemed 
to be afraid of going far beyond the old 
lines that used to be drawn on this sub- 
ject, and doing something to feed the 
children. He would go further than the 
hon. Member who had just sat down, who 
said, “The children must be fed ;” 
he went as far as to say the children must 
be saved by the State for the State, and 
that was the basis on which this matter 
must be discussed. Although the Com- 


|mittee reported that there was no standard 


by which to judge of the deterioration of 





our people, they brought sufficient evi- 
dence before the House to show that 
this was a burning question, from 
the point of view of the children 
jand the nation alike. and if this dis- 
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cussion did not result in some definite 
plan and early action it would be 
most disappointing. It was with a view 
of making some suggestions which might 
bring about that action that he had risen. 
Before proceeding further he might say 
that the House was greatly indebted to 
the hon. Member for Camberwell, and 
the right hon. Member for the University 
of Cambridge, for pressing this question 
so constantly upon the House by 
means of Questions to Ministers. It 
was a subject that should be pressed 
home in order that some result might 
be rapidly obtained. It had been 
said that there ought to be some sort of 
medical inspection. If medical inspec- 
tion were made on broad lines without 
too many details, on behalf of the Boaid 
of Education, it would be at once the 
best means of getting at a knowledge of 
the physical condition of the children. 
The first effect of such a medical 
inspection would be an__ outery 
against the underfed condition of the 
children in the schools, and some 
scheme for feeding them with or 
without the aid of private benevolence 
could be effected through medical 
inspection without any legislation. 
That could be done by the Education 
Department inserting in their next Code 
the conditions and the instructions for 
medical inspection, and by that means 
we should get a basis of comparison for 
the children of succeeding generations, 
and a set of statistics which would be of 
the greatest importance from a socio- 
logical as well as a scientific point of view. 
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The more practical result, that of feed- 
ing the children, could only be effected by 
greater co-operation of the Departments 
chiefly concerned. ‘These water-tight 
compartments maintained between the 
Board of Education and the Local 
Government Board should cease to exist ; 
there was too little communication and 
too much separation between the various 
offices of State. What was required on 
questions of this kind was frequent and 
constant communication between all 
Departments associated with them in any 
way. It was only by the co-operation 
of the Local Government Board with the 
Education Department that this question 
could be solved in the immediate future. 
It could be solved pretty easily if the 
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Local Government Board would make 
an effort to encourage the local boards 
of guardians to step a little beyond the 
narrow limits to which they had been 
accustomed and to take a broader view. 
The infant mortality was a terrible blot, 
which was pointed out by the Deteriora- 
tion Committee. That was largely the 
result of insufficient medical relief at a 
time when the children wanted that 
relief. Medical relief did not pauperise 
the person who accepted it; why should 
this relief not be accepted in the same 
way! If we could give medical relief, 
why could we not feed the children who 
were attending the schools? That could 
be done through the recommendation of 
the teacher who, if he were backed by 
the medical officers, would always be 
able to make representations to the Poor 
Law guardians as to the cases where it was 
necessary. Parental responsibility was 
invoked in all these cases as a kind of de- 
terrent. There need be no destruction of 
parental responsibility. In large num- 
bers of cases relief was given on the con- 
ditions of loan; why should not this relief 
be given in the same way, the cost 
being recovered from the parents where 
they were capable of paying? If the 
parents were unable to pay, of course the 
Poor Law guardians would forego repay- 
ment, but in such a manner as that the 
feeding of the children could be effected 
without the loss of any parental re- 
sponsibility. 
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*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
debate had been interesting and had 
brought forth several suggestions, some of 
which were rather speculative than 
likely to bear practical fruit. It was not 
fair to say that the Board of Education 
had wholly neglected the recommenda- 
tions of the Deterioration Committee. 
In the direction of several of the sugges- 
tions made the Board were moving as 
rapidly as possible. But on the feeding 
question the Government did not propose 
to introduce legislation. Hon. Members 


did not quite realise that the problem of | 


underfed children was not to be solved 


altogether by the mere supply of meals to | 
the children in attendance at the schools. | 


He had visited a great many of the Lon- 
don schools, and the Johanna Street 
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fast; but even there it appeared to him 
the ordinary work of an elementary 
school could be so arranged as to meet 
the stunted capacity of such children, 
He had come to the conclusion that a mere 
addition of meals to the children would 
not remedy the state to which many of 
them had been reduced. He did not 
think that they could solve the problem 
of some of those slum schools by the mere 
provision of meals. In order to meet 
some of the cases in the poor areas they 
would need to establish special schools 
on the lines of the day industrial schools 
suggested by the hon. Member for Wool- 
wich. He did not think so poorly of 
those schools. The boys there were 
mostly truants or boys who had com- 
mitted small offences. But he had found 
the boys bright and intelligent, though 
somewhat restless ; but they were being 
developed physically and mentally in a 
satisfactory Way. 
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Mr. CROOKS: They are being fed at 
the expense of the rates. 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON: The boys 
were being fed largely but not wholly at 
the expense of the rates, and they were 
occupied only half-time at book work 
and the rest of the day at manual work. 
The boys lived at home, had three meals 
a day, and their condition was thoroughly 
satisfactory. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: That is our case. 

*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: How were 
they to establish these schools in poor 
areas? The children were largely fed 
at the expense of the rates; the meals 
were only paid to the extent of a half 

by the parents, and the course of manual 
instruction which the children received 
was naturally more expensive than the 
ordinary instruction of the public ele- 
mentary schools. The consequence was 
that these schools were exceedingly 
costly to the area in which the parents 
lived. It appeared to him, therefore 
‘that the proposal to establish such 


/such schools should be established, was 


| undesirable until some inquiry had been 


school was the only one in which he had | made as to whether the Board of Educa- 
found a child who had not had any break- | tion could not, by recommending a course | to 


Sir Walter Foster 








schools, to leave it open to the local | 
authorities to do so, or to require that | 
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of instruction suitable for those areas, | 


and the local authorities by focussing 
charitable effort on certain schools, 
meet the difficulty. Outside that sub- 
ject there was the more general question 
of the child when it came to school in- 
sufficiently fed because the parent was sick, 
yr out of work, or because he neglected 
the child. How were they to deal with 
this aspect of the problem? They 
night deal with it under the operation 
of the Poor Law. He understood that 
the right hon. Member for Cambridge 
University made a suggestion that the 
Poor Law authority, in areas where 
distress was known to prevail, should 
provide the meals on proper evidence, and 
that the parents should then be charged 
That seemed to him to be a suggestion 
vell worthy to be taken into considera- 
tion, and he would undertake to confer 
with the President of the Local Govern- 
nent Board to see whether it was possible 
ty organise some such method of securing 
that children were not left destitute and 
neglected by their parents in the poorer 
districts of the large towns. But apart 
from that, and apart from the law which 
dealt with the neglect of children or 
cruelty to children, one form of which 
was neglect, how were they to meet this 
question of underfeeding ? It could only 
be met by grants from the Exchequer, by 
raising money from the rates, or by volun- 
tary effort. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON: Or by all three. 


*Strn WILLIAM ANSON : Or possibly 
by all three. He was not prepared to 
make any suggestion as to grants from the 
Exchequer; and as to the rates, he 
thought that there was great force in the 
observation that it was a hardship on the 
poor ratepayer to provide meals for a 
fellow-citizen one degree poorer than 
himself. When it was said that charity 
would be painful and offensive to the 
children or the parents, he could not see 
that there was any distinction if a meal 
was to be provided for them for nothing 
whether it was provided by neighbours or 
by voluntary organisations supported by 
persons who might not be living in the 
same rateable area as the parents. 
Whether or not the meal was supplied by 
voluntary effort or by rate aid, the person 
to whom it was supplied did lose some- 
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thing of that independence and self- 
reliance to which reference had been 
made. Apart, therefore, from the Poor 
Law and organisation of special schools, 
they must be driven to State or rate aid, 
or to voluntary effort, if they were to find 
meals for the children. It might be said 
that meals should be provided for all, 
that those who could pay must 
pay, and that thase who could not 
pay need not pay for them. He was 
glad to hear that in the municipality of 
Paris, where it was possible to get meals 
for nothing, the parents were willing to 
pay so large a sum as that mentioned by 
the hon. Member for Camberwell, but he 
thought that they would find, as time 
went on, greater and greater difficulties 
in distinguishing between parents in ab- 
solute need and those who ought to pay, 
and free meals would follow. Was that 
really necessary ? 

He agreed that there was a _ con- 
siderable number of children sent to 
school who needed food. But the Lam- 
beth Board of Guardians, after inquiring 
into cases brought before them by the 
party which visited the Johanna Street 
school, came to the conclusion that 
the great bulk of the persons under 
review could provide meals for their 
children if they would. Some of the 
parents were already in receipt of out- 
door relief; others said the breakfasts 
were provided and therefore they need 
not provide them; while some boys who 
came to school without breakfast did so 
because they had got up too late to eat 
it. The special cases inquired into were 
not cases of need, and the general notice 
issued by the guardians only produced one 
application. These facts showed that it 
was possible in some districts to exag- 
gerate, not the need of the children, but 
the incapacity of the parents. Supposing 
meals were supplied, he thought that 
some parents would decidedly object to 
their children being fed by the ratepayers. 
He had seen a letter from a man who de- 
scribed himself as a Radical and a free- 
trader, strongly opposing State-aid for the 
maintenance of children, who stated that 
he had forbidden his children to take the 
meals provided by a certain organisa- 
tion. But it was possible to go a step 
further than free meals. In some board 
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schools teachers said that the great diffi- 
culty was the clothes and the boots; 
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be reached when they would be told that 
money was being wasted on education 
and food unless they went a step further 
and provided clothes. He fully admitted 
the disability under which he laboured, 
as representative of a University, who 
was supposed to take only an academic 
view of life, but what he had stated as to 
the injury that would be done to the poor 
by the breaking up of home life and 
family meals, came from people who 
had lived among the poor for many years, 
and who told him that the common meal 
and the duty of preparing it were a 
valuable and humanising feature in the 
life of the poor. 

The Interim Report of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee contained a re- 
markable variety of suggestions. One 
Gentleman, who spoke with much ex- 
perience of Manchester, said that free 
meals necessarily followed free education ; 
an eminent medical man said that 
children must be fed, but parents must 
not be pauperised. ‘The secretary of 
the Charity Organisation Society said— 

«Bring the Poor Law into operation wherever 
youcan; only give free meals after strict 
investigation and not in school. 

It seemed to him, from inquiries 
he had made, that the people who knew 
something of the homes of the children 
and the lives of the poor took a different 
and somewhat sterner view of the feeding 
of children from those who attended a 
school and saw the children assembled 
there in all their hunger and poverty. 
It was impossible to go into one of these 
schools without a strong desire to do 
something immediately to feed, clothe, 
and improve the condition of the children, 
but one knew that to take large legisla- 
tive action would be to take a step that 
could not possibly be recalled, and which 
might injure the life of this country for 
generations to come. So he asked that 
in a question of such great and vital 
importance time should be given—not 
without using voluntary efforts in the 
direction he had mentioned—and_ that 
they should not be called upon to 
take any rash and large steps in this 
matter. 

The Board of Education might do 
something—it could not do much—by 
administration. Local authorities might 
do something in the way of organi- 


Sir William Anson, 
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and another stage in this problem might | 
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sation, but voluntary effort, not 
merely by the grant of money, but 
by the endeavour to recreate the life 
of the poor in our large towns, might do 
much more. There were several volun- 
tary societies doing excellent work in this 
way. There was the great National 
Health Society, which was just. being 
started and which was designed to do a 
great deal by voluntary organisation to 
improve the health of the people over the 
length and breadth of the land. Then 
there was the Ladies Public Health 
Society at Manchester, whose members 
had gone about amongst the poor en- 
deavouring to teach them how to im- 
prove their homes and live the life which 
all desired to see led by the working 
classes. There were other smaller 
societies which he could name, which by 
associating managers aid teachers and 
other voluntary workers, accomplished 
good work by going into the homes of 
the poor children and endeavouring to 
instil into the parents a proper sense of 
parental duty, and ascertaining those 
cases which should be assisted and those 
which should not. But he felt very 
strongly that although they should lose 
no chance by administration of aiding 
loca] authorities and voluntary societies to 
provide proper sustenance for the children 
whom they were endeavouring at so great 
a cost to educate, they must to some 
extent trust to the self-sacrifice and the 
human sympathy of those who devoted 
their lives to work among the poor. 
But he for one would never be willing to 
take a step which would only be driving 
the evil deeper, which would injure the 
social life and the whole sentiment 
and feeling of the poor, and which 
might set back for an_ indefinite 
number of years the regeneration 
of the life of the poor in the poorest 
districts of our large towns. He re- 
gretted that he could not offer more ; 
but he would undertake that, as far as 
administration went, he would see what 
could be done to instruct local author- 
ities to organise voluntary efforts in the 
direction which the House on both sides 
desired. 
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Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
expressed a deep sense of disappointment 


at the speech of the representative ot 
the Board of Education, seeing there 
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of the appalling revelations of the Blue- 
book. None of the great facts upon 
vhich this Motion rested had in any 
spect been impugned or contraverted 
n any official quarter. As to what 
yas to be done with the underfed children 
jot one spark of light or one word of 
acouragement had come from the Board 
o Education. It was almost incredible 
that the official reply did not contain 
me word about the most important 
subject of a systematic course of medical 
ispection of the schools of the country. 
He could not understand why Royal 
(ommissions and Select Committees were 
appointed if the results of their inquiries 
were to be absolutely ignored by the De- 
partment of State concerned. 





*Str WILLIAM ANSON (interrupting) 
rgretted that he had omitted to state 
that every local education authority had 
power to appoint medical inspectors to 
every school, and a Committee was now 
inquiring into what was actually being 
done by local authorities and with what 
results. 



















Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he was 
pleased to have elicited that declaration. 
He thought that if a Minute, emphatically 
worded, were circulated among all edu- 
sation authorities calling attention to 
this power it would do immense good. 
If that were done the beginning of the 
nd would come. Once the doctors were 
idmitted into the schools we should get 
tatistics in the way of measurements 
t height and weight, and in particular 
ve would get the dimensions of brain 
ind other statistics, which would form 
the foundation for all legitimate and 
proper action on the part of the local 
uthorities. He again urged the Board 


4 Education to issue the circular, 
because a great deal depended on 
a good schedule filled in from time 


to time with particulars which would 
aiford material for comparative sta- 
tistics on which we could build up a 
case as to underfed children. 


On the genera! question of underfeeding 
the House might well consider the gravity 
of the position. He had studied the 


Blue-books, and he ventured to say 
he was within the mark in declaring 
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had been no attempt at an official denial | that in the working classes of this country 
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there were underfed children in the 


proportion of from 16 to 20 per cent. 


of the entire attendance in the schools. 


That was a most appalling state of 


matters, and yet the official responsible 
for the system which injured the manhood 
of the next generation in this way had 
not one word to say to help the House 
on this fundamental social problem, 
except to hope for greater effort in the 
direction of private charity. The hon. 
Baronet was haunted by the fear of 
undermining self-reliance and parental 
responsibility. No one who had taken 
part in the debate had asked that any- 
thing should be done to undermine that 
responsibility. What they did main- 
tain was that parental responsibility 
would not cure the question which they 
had to solve, namely, What are we 
to do with those children we have in- 
troduced into the schools? They would 
not be fed, because we had a pious 
opinion as to the duty of their parents. 
They had not in the past been fed, the 
State relying on individual or organised 
charity. They would only be fed when 
the State came to realise that, having 
taken the children off the street and 
compelled them to listen to instruction, 
the State had a responsibility to feed 
the children who were so treated. All 
animals, human or otherwise, which 
had empty stomachs began to forage 
for the means to fill them, and the only 
animal that was prevented from doing 
that in this country was the little human 
animal that was taken into school and 
confined under our compulsory system of 
education to a room for a certain number 
of hours with a starving stomach. The 
child was prevented from going out 
and foraging for himself by begging or 
working in order to relieve the craving 
of nature. He maintained that the 
State which confined children for a 
certain number of hours daily was re- 
sponsible to see that they were fed. 


He had a simple suggestion to make 
to the Board of Education which was 
not open to the objection of under- 
mining parental responsibility or self- 
reliance. His propusal was threefold. 
In the first place, that they must give 
administrative effect to all the recom- 
mendations that had been made with 
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regard to regular medical inspection. 
Then they ought to give administrative 
effect to the recommendations with 
regard to the provision of buildings 
and apparatus for the cooking of meals 
for the children. Having done that, 
the children should be fed, and, whether 
the meals were supplied from outside 
or not, a record should be kept of all 
the children who were fed, and there 
ought to be in each school board, or 
managing committee, a sub-committee 
which might be called the nutrition or 
feeding committee. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I do not 
see how the local authorities can be 
empowered to provide apparatus for 
cooking meals for children unless the 
power is conferred upon them by legis- 
lation. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether it is not a fact that school boards 
exercise that power now? Have they 
been surcharged for doing so ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON dissented. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he thought 
the hon. Baronet was wrong. In his 
opinion, if that power was exercised 
prudently it would be within the regula- 
tions and would not be made a matter 
of objection by the auditors, The last 
step he proposed completely covered 
all this doctrine about self-reliance and 
parental responsibility. He would give 
the school authority which had inves- 
tigated the condition of all the children, 
knew the families, and had _ visiting 
committees, the power to issue a pre- 
cept for the supply of meals for one, two, 
or three months, and the effect of that 
precept would be equal to a warrant 
at law for the recovery of the money 
cost of the meals, in the same way as a 
warrant issued for the recovery of taxes. 
The drunken parent would be caught by 
that means at once. He did not say 
whether that was or was not on the thin 
line between administration and legisla- 
tion, but what was wanted was to get 
at the root of this national misery and 
mischief. 
parents who wished to pay would pay 


immediately, and the whole of the doc- 
trine about self-reliance and parental , 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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All the honest and capable | 
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control would fall to the ground. He 
entirely objected to the Poor Law being 
brought in as an engine for extracting 
this money. What they ought to have 
was a view of the whole situation, the 
Education Department guiding the school 
boards or school committees who had 
a knowledge of the home life of the 
children ; and only in those cases where 
there was drunkenness along with 
capacity would the precept he issued and 
the money recovered. 


Further, he altogether objected to the 
scheme suggested by the hon. Gentleman 
who had just spoken. His scheme was to 
gather all those cases of underfed 
children and form them into separate 
communities, with separate — schools, 
in order that, with the assistance of 


the Poor Law or otherwise, the seg- 
regated children might be provided 
with meals. It would be a_ most 


unfortunate thing to contemplate that 
simply because children were underfed 
they should be tainted with the idea of 
pauperism, housed separately from other 
better-clothed and better-fed children, 
the very mixture with whom should be 
the first branch of the education of these 
little people. Might he say that he did 
think that they had got further upon 
this question than that a Minister of the 
Crown should actually say that if we 
began to give free meals we would be 
troubled with our old friend the open 
door; that it would mean free clothing, 
and that we should be on the down grade. 
Free meals were only one of the social 
remedies for a great social grievance. He 
knew that clothing was a great want in 
many humble homes, but because of 
that we should not be deterred from 
addressing ourselves now to what was 
proved to be a very clamant and different 
case. 


He did not hesitate to say that 
he had felt very much inclined to follow 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
that the House should not divide on 
this question; but having heard the 


speech just delivered by the Parliamen- 


tary Secretary to the Board of Education, 
his duty took a very different shape. 
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such doctrines. With the Board of Edu-{ region of the Empire. They did not 
cation, it was not merely non possumus, | believe that [mperialism was to be found 
but non volumus—they would not try to | in rickety constitutions in their children ; 
do it. They did not propose to look out | and they hoped that some substantial 
for power to do anything but issue | progress would be made with this great 
these schedules. In the meantime these and important question. 
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Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A de Tatton 


2X2 


The House divided :—Ayes, 215 
(Division List No. 88.) 


HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 


| side) said that he could vot vote for 
| the Motion before the House, for if carried 
it would upset the whole financial 
arrangements of the country, because 
/it would mean the rejection of the 
Appropriation Bill. 
on the question of applying a remedy 
for meeting the cas2 of underfed children 
WaS a very 
course the crux of the whole questior 
was parental responsibility. His hon. 
friend the Member for Hoxton and him- 
‘self had drafted a Bill in which they 
had made an honest attempt to deal 
with the question, «nd he hoped that 
they should have the support of hon. 
opposite. 


He admitted that 


strong feeling. Of 


Question put. 


; Noes, 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
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Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
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Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
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Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
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Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
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Sullivan, Donal 


O'Mara, James Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 

Power, Patrick Joseph Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 


Rea, Russell Toulmin, George 

Reddy, M. Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) | Ure, Alexander 
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Roche, John | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Ambrose 


Shipman, Dr. John G. | TELLERS FOR THE NoES — 
a : sete ; | aes = 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) Mr. Keir Hardie and Dr. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) Macnamara. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


(’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the debate stood adjourned | 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
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Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question (March 27th), “* That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 


forward with a definite scheme, he would 
give it all the assistance in his power. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had a 
very large surplus and might very well 
spare a few thousands of pounds toward 
carrying out the pledge given by the 


| Secretary to the Treasury. 


The development and encouragement of 
the Irish fisheries was a matter in which 
the people of Ireland took a very great 
interest. It affected practically the whole 
of the country, North, South, Kast, and 


| West, and so far as that part of the country 
| with which he was acquainted was con- 
' cerned, the counties of Dublin, Wicklow, 


| Wexford, and Waterford, every single 


*Sirn THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | 
N.) said he desired to direct the attention 
ofthe Government to the question of the 
encouragement of Irish fisheries. He and 
his colleagues had repeatedly urged the 
claim of the Irish fisheries and Irish fisher- 
men to Government assistance, but so far 
without any practical result. The late 
Chief Secretary promised, two or three 
sessions ago, to institute an inquiry into 
the subject. He thought they were en- 
titled to ask what had become of that 
inquiry, and, if it had been held, that the 
result of the investigation should be made 
public. In July last, again, they had 
what he regarded as a distinct Parlia- 
mentary pledge from the Secretary to the 
Treasury that, if the Chief Secretary came 





public body had unanimously invited the 
Government to deal with this question, 
and to relieve the fishermen from the 
great distress unde: which the fishing 
industry at the present time was labour- 
ing. The fishermen themselves all along 
the coast had held meetings and had 
called upon their representatives in the 
House to speak for them, and had brought 
every pressure they could to bear upon 
the Government to remedy the present 
unsatisfactory conditions. So far as the 
Trish Party was concerned they were 
determined to assist these men, to the 
best of their power. They warned the 
Government that this was a matter they 
| would have to take up very shortly, if 
‘they did not take it up now; that it was 
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a question of extreme urgency and the | boats and fishing gear to the people of 


Irish Members would not let it drop. The 
fishing population of 
diminished to an extraordinary degree 
of recent years. In many places with 
which he was acquainted there were only 
half the boats that were there in other 
times ; the fishing population were emi- 
grating year by year. Ireland was 
losing the best of her people, and it 
seemed to him a most extraordinary 
thing that while the British Govern- 
ment encouraged the riff-raff of Europe 
to settle in this country they would not 
take any step whatever to prevent the emi- 
gration that was goingon at the present 
time of the ancient race of the country. 


He did not at this moment ask for 
specific legislation, as that would be out 
ot order, but that the administrative 
facilities that the Government already 
possessed should be put into operation. 
It was neither a difficult nor a very 
large question to deal with , nor was it 
insoluble if common sense was brought 
to bear upon it. There were many 


places along the coast where a very | 


little judicious expenditure would stop 
emigration by providing employment 
for the community, which would return 
to its old industry and earn its living. 
They had all heard that under a Unionist 
Government a new era was dawning for 
Treland, and that all sorts of industries 
were to be established and encouraged 
by a benevolent Government. To his 
mind it was far better and much cheaper 
to preserve those industries which ex- 
isted than to establish others. The emi- 
gration from Ireland could only be 


stopped by providing employment for . 


the people. The encouragement of the 
fishing industry, with the consequent 
revival of the kindred industries, boat 
building, fishing-gear manufacturing, sail 
making, and the like would go far to 
prevent emigration and keep the people 
in the country. 


He had been a great admirer of 
the work which had been done by 
the Congested Districts Board, but 
he thought in this connection that 
Board had missed a great opportunity. 
The Congested Districts Board had been 
in the habit of encouraging, in certain 
districts of the West, the fishing industry, 
and had been in the habit of giving 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


Ireland had’ 


those districts where it was in their 
opinion desirable that this industry should 
be encouraged, but those boats and that 
gear had been generally brought from 
either Scotland or the Isle of Man. Had 
they procured those boats and that gear in 
Ireland it would have gone at any ratesome 
way to establish those trades allied to the 
fishing industry, and that in itself would 
have been good policy, as they would 
have done something for local indus- 
tries which were now languishing. For 
vears he had commended this suggestion 
to the Chief Secretary, and he now hoped 
that in future any boats and gear required 
would be procured in Ireland. He 
invited the right hon. Gentleman to 
go down to Arklow and see a boat which 
had been recently launched there (a boat 
built by Arklow shipwrights with Arklow 
workme:) if he did, he thought he would 
find that that boat was equally well 
built and just as cheap as any boat built 
either in Scotland or the Isle of Man. 
It was not the habit of Chief Secretaries 
for Ireland to go among the people, but 
he thought it would be a good thing 
if the right hon. Gentleman broke through 
that tradition and learnt from the people 
themselves their wants and their wishes, 
and how they might be best served. 
The right hon. Member would _ find 
many places along the coast where for 
a very small expenditure he could greatly 
improve the fishing industry. He would 
also see some relics of the monumental in- 
capacity of Dublin Castle in the past ; for 
instance, he would see at Arklow, the largest 
fishing centre in Ireland, with a popula- 
tion of 1,000 fishermen, all expert mariners, 
& pler so constructed that the fishing 
Heet was not able very often to get 
out of the harbour or, being out, was 
unable to get in. That wonderful 
pier had been constructed with the 
money of the ratepayers of Wicklow and 
Wexford by the Irish Board of Works, 
and was so constructed that at certain 
tides and during the prevalence of 
certain winds it was impossible to get 
outside the harbour or, if outside, it was 
impossible to get in again. The whole of 
last autumn’s fishing was lost owing to 
the construction of this harbour, and the 
people of Wicklow and Wexford were 
now repaying a loan which had oeen 
thrust upon them, and from which they 








128 


hac 
the 
oth 
sel\ 
cou 
sub 
sall 
9ro 
ish 
tha 
(to 
str 
pas 
tate 
dev 
hav 
the 
tha 
mo! 
sca) 
the 
The 
for 
The 
dea 
rem 
had 
of t 
of 
nov 
acti 
ing 
assi 
mui 


y 
he» 
this 
It 

hon 
mat 
for 
a ( 
of 

sert 
that 
anx 
cou 
Gov 
ol | 
it ¥ 
war 
hav 
His 
We: 
Iris 
lam 
was 




















1281 Consolidated Fund 


had received no benefit. Not only had 
they built Arklow Harbour, but many 
others beside. They had taxed them- 
selves to their utmost capacity, and they 
could not tax themselves further. He 
submitted that it was the duty of the so- 
salled Government of the country to 
yrotect the industries of the country, and 
ishing being the largest industry after 
that of agriculture, it was the duty of the 
fovernment to come forward and put 
straight the mal-administration of the 
past. It was not fair to ask the loca! 
ratepayers to spend more money in the 
development of the fishing industry 








they had spent in the past, and to the fact | 
that they were not in a position to give | 
more money. Arklow Harbour was a 
scandal, such as in any other country on | 
the face of the earth would be impossible. 
They expected the Government to come | 
forward, and take this matter up seriously. | 
The question was a perfectly easy one to 

dea! with. The Government had a 

remedy in their own hands. All they 

had to do was to extend the operation | 
of the Marine Works Act to those parts | 
ef the Irish coast to hich it did not | 
now apply, and if they 1owed by such | 
action that they were de. ..ous of remedy- | 
ing this evil thay would receive the | 
assistance of every section of the com- | 
munity in Ireland. 





Mr. POWER (Waterford, KE.) said | 
he was glad his hon. friend had brought 
this matter to the attention of the House. | 
It was a matter with which he was) 
honourably identified, and no Irish- | 
man could have done a better thing | 
for Ireland. This state of things was | 
a commentary upon the government | 
of heland. It had always been as | 
serted, but they denied the assertion, | 
that this Government was only too | 
anxious and willing to do everything it 
could for Ireland. But, even if the | 
Government were willing, the congestion 
of business in the House was such that 
it was impossible for them to bring for- 
ward any policy to deal with this matter, 
having regard to their many other duties. 
His hon. friend the Member for North 
Wexford had alluded to the decay of the 
Irish fisheries. That decay had been 
lamentable, but he doubted whether it 
was one whit worse than the decay which 
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had taken place in othe: Irish industries’ 
Industrial decay was marked wherever 
they went in Ireland, and the state of 
things was simply appalling. The fishing 
industry had suffered enormously, and 
so far from apologising foi bringing 
| forward this case he thought this country 
| owed restitution to Ireland for the way 
they had put down Irish industries in the 
past. The Irish fisheries were no excep- 
tion to this rule. The decay of Irish 
fisheries, as Mr. Lecky pointed out in his 
|“ History of Ireland in the Eighteenth 
| Century,” was to be ascribed, in the first 
|instance, to jealous English legislation. 





having regard to the enormous sums that | Even Froude, in no measured language, 


detailed the steps taken to put down the 
fishing industry in Ireland. Not long 


/ago, in a speech to his constituents at 


Dover, the late Chief Secretary for Ireland 


| quoted an eloquent passage from the 


writings of Lord Dufferin in which he 
wrote of the jealous legislation which had 
erushed and killed the industries of Ire- 
That was the condition of Ireland 
to-day, and what steps were being taken 
to improve it? At the present time they 
heard a good deal about protection, but 
Ireland did not need protection against 
the so-called foreigner, but protection 
from her nearer neighbours, whose 
jealousy of Ireland’s trade had destroyed 
every Irish industry that promised at one 


| time to be successful. 


How were they being treated at the 
present time ? The Board over which 
Sir Horace Plunkett presided had acted 
with great liberality towards his constitu- 
ency. The local authorities in his division 
had, however, been obliged to borrow 
money at a high rate of interest, and 
the time allowed for repayment was only 
twelve years. The local authorities had 
found large sums of money, although the 
local rates stood at &s. 6d. inthe £. It 
was true that the Agricultural Board had 
supplemented the efforts of the local 
authorities, but had it not been for the 
generosity of the county council nothing 
would have been got from the Govern- 
ment Department. With regard to the 
fisheries he thought Ireland had been 
treated in the most scurvy way by the 


Admiralty. They passed a Bill pro- 
hibiting trawling im Scotland within 


certain areas, the only result of which 
was that Ireland suifered in consequence, 
because those trawlers had now turned 
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their attention to Irish waters instead 
of Scotch waters. The Admiralty had 
refused to grant them a gunboat for the 
protection of Irish fisheries, although 
he was informed that the Scotch Fishery 
Board had two or three gunboats placed 
at their disposal. He was aware that 
the waters along the Irish coast were 
patrolled by vessels belonging to the De- 
partment and paid for by them, but Ite- 
land got no direct assistance from the 
Admiralty, whereas their friends in the 
North of Scotland were not placed in 
that unfortunate position. He thought 
that was a practical question, and the Chief 
Secretary might interest himself in that 
matter. If some gunboats were placed 
at the disposal of the Department some 
of the money now spent upon their own 
boats might be spent in a better way. 


The condition of Arklow had been 
alluded to, and the state of things existing 
there was an absolute disgrace to this 
country, and could not obtain in any other 
country in the world where they had 
representative institutions and repre- 
sentative government. The practice ap- 
peared to be in the House that when 
Irish Nationalists pronounced in favour 
of any Motion or measure that was taken 
as a signal by hon. Members opposite to 
march into the division lobby against 
them. Ireland gained nothing by the 
Navy Votes, and when they asked for 


any assistance from the Admiralty they | 


turned a deaf ear to their appeals. This 
was only one of the many ways in which 
the material interests of Ireland were 
neglected. He agreed with the hon. 
Baronet the Member for North Wexford 
that it was better to keep alive the in- 
dustries they now possessed than start 
new ones. The fishing industry was 
one of their oldest industries, and it ought 
to be fully developed. Failing industries 
kept a country back and prevented people 
embarking in fresh enterprises. The 
fishing industry was one in which they 
had the material at hand. Accordingly 
it was incumbent upon Parliament. to 
endeavour to undo, as far as possible, 
the effects of these evil enactments by 
providing harbours and encouraging boat- 
building and sail-making in the fishing 
districts. No greater condemnation of 
English rule could be found than the 
dwindling of the population of freland, 


Mr, Power. 


{COMMONS} 


harbours under the 
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which, after all, was the standard by which 
every country judged its prosperity. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
said, ashe understood what had been said 
in the debate by hon. Members opposite, 
the arguments divided themselves into 
two heads. In the first place it was held 


that it was a striking commentary | 


on the administration of Ireland under 
the Act of Union that the harbours in 
the South-East of Ireland had been so 
much neglected by the Government; 
and secondly, that those harbours had 
a prior right to be dealt with before 
any others. 


*Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I said this 
was a question which affected the North 
as well as the South. I said nothing 
about prior right . r 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE accepted the 
hon. Baronet’s explanation, but he had 
had the advantage during the recess of 
reading his speeches and letters in support 
of a movement on behalf of the south- 
eastern ports of Ireland which the hon. 
Baronet the Member for North Wexford 
undertook to press forward in the House. 
He remembered particularly well the 
advice the hon. Baronet gave in a pub- 
lished letter in which he said that until 
the fishermen of the South of Ireland 
took to breaking panes of glass they 
would never get listened to at West- 
minster. He understood that the hon. 
Baronet pledged himself to _ press 
that forward with vigour. From the 
references the hon. Baronet made _ to 
ports only situated in the south-east 
corner of Ireland he assumed he had 
been acting up to his pledges. They 
had heard a great deal about the treet- 
ment which the South-East of Ireland 
had received from the Government. 
They were told it was a striking com- 
mentary on the Act of Union. The 
hon. Baronet said that they had 
pressed on the Government, so far 
without Success, the claims of these 
harbours and ports. It was not fair 
to the House that statements should 
be made which would convey to it that, 
under the Act of Union, nothing had been 
done for that coast. Why, there was 
£250,000 voted for Irish piers and 
Fisheries Act in 
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1883, and a Return was published on June 
95th, 1898, which showed how that 
money was spent. In the county of 
Waterford there was a total of £15,500, 
in Wexford under that Act £7,785, in 
Wicklow £20,000, and under another Act 
n Arklow £40,000. And this wretched 
ittle corner of Ireland which was 
using all this agitation got about 
{150,000 under one Act or another 
inside the last thirty years. Yet the 
Nationalist Members complained that 
that was the treatment Ireland received 
under the Act of Union. He thought 
jt was most creditable treatment. And 
it was not a straight or right thing that 
Members from that part of the country 
should complain that so far they had 
met with no success and that nothing 
had been done for them. 


Were those 


An HON. MEMBER: 


grants or loans ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said that 
most of them were grants, but even if 
they were loans those particular districts 
got the advantage of Imperial credit. 
He wished to tell the House what had 
been done in those parts of heland 
where they had not been encouraged to 
break panes of glass in oider to call 
attention to their grievances and where 
they obeyed the law of the land. There 
was a district around Belfast comprising 
a coast line of about 150 miles. The 
sum of £82,000 had been spent under 
the last Act, and what had this district 
got? Portrush, out of £250,000, got 
£1,340 spent by the Board of Works in 


188. In the following year a tempest 
arose and the concrete blocks put 


there by the Board of Works were swept 
away into the Channel. From that day 
to this the harbour had been rendered 
worse than it was before. The difficul- 
ties of the harbour had been doubled by 
the debris placed there by the Board of 
Works. The Government Department 
must have found that there was a neces- 
sity for this work or they would not have 
spent £1,300. The constituency repre- 
sented by the hon. Member for North 
Wexford in the last ten years had got 
the surplus of this £250,000. 

A NATIONALIST MEMBER: It is 
wasted in the same way. 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE replied that 
it might be wasted, but they were getting 
the money. Ulster could not get that. 
And in the case he had mentioned he ap- 
proached the Board of Agriculture time 
- fter time, and although the Government 
had admitted the necessity for these par- 
ticular works, nothing had been done 
—simply because they did not go on the 
lines of the hon. Baronet the Member for 
North Wexford and advise their consti- 
tuents to break panes of glass. This was 
another illustration of the beautiful doc- 
trine lately known as conciliation. He 
believed it was still known as conciliation, 
but he had reason to understand that it 
was not quite so much in force. Last 
summer, early in the spring, [Laughter] 
—early in the spring of last year he 


brought before the Chief Secretary 
the complaint that the harbour at 
Portrush was being filled up with 
sand. It was a very important thing 


for Portrush, as all that part of the 
country depended very largely on the 
tourist traffic. Special tourist boats ran 
every day to Ardrossan, and they ran 
weekly to other ports in Scotland, and it 
meant 2 very great deal to the farmers, 
and to the car drivers and hotel keepers. 
In order to meet the exigencies of the 
tourist traflic he asked the Chief Secre- 
tary whether, to enable those boats to 
come into the harbour, he could grant 
them the use of the Government dredger, 
because the Board of Works had two 


dredgers. In those days conciliation 
was in full swing, and the answer 


he got from the Chief Secretary was 
that the only Government dredgers 
were both in Nationalist harbours. 
Later on there was a development 
in the other direction which almost 
proved the case. Besides, the hon. 
Baronet the Member for West Wexford’s 
glass-pane cracking brigade kept up an 
agitation in November and December 
last, and there was a meeting held in 
Dublin of the people interested in the 
south-eastern harbours who already had 
£100,000 in their pockets, and were 
asking for more. At the meeting they 
had a letter from the Secretary of the 
Board of Agriculture, Mr. T. P. Gill, a 
gentleman who formerly sat on the 
Nationalist benches, and who certainly 
had not lost his sympathy with the 
objects of the Nationalist Members. 








1287 Consolidated Fund 


There was a gentleman who wrote and 
complained that Arklow was filled up 
with sand—exactly what he told the 
Chief Secretary about the harbour of 
Portrush. Well, Mr. Gill, on the very 
first complaint being made, at once made 
arrangements to have Arklow dredged. 
Arklow had had £40,000 already. They 
got the money. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The Board of Works misspent it. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE replied that 
they got the benefit of the credit of the 
noney. He could quite understand why 
they wanted to keep Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell at Dublin Castle. When they 
had Mr. Gill in charge of the Department 
of Agriculture they could understand 
why Arklow got the dredger, while Port- 
rush was left to shift for itself. Arklow 
got the dredger because it was the one 
town in Ireland in which no Protestant 
was allowed to preach in the streets. 
For any man in Arklow to call himself 
either Unionist or Protestant simply 
meant that he would be driven out of the 
town. That was the position of affairs. 
All he could say was that he and his 
colleagues intended that there should be 
fair play in Ireland in these matters, and 
that not even the influence of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell or of Mr. Gill should ensure 
that a district which had already had 
£100,000 should take priority over that 
part of the country where all it had had 
from the Governnent, most of which had 
been honestly repaid, could be counted 
on the fingers of one hand. 


Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, K.) said that 
both with regard to street preaching 
and the question of grants the statements 
or the hon. Member tor North Antrim 
were inaccurate. Arklow was the only 
town in the southern province of Ireland 
where street preaching was permitted 
every Sunday all the year round. But 
the question of street preaching was 
of small importance as compared with 
the preservation of the people and the 
protection of their means of livelihood ; 
therefore he would deal with the ques- 
tion of grants. The hon. Member stated 
that £100,000 had been given to the 
south-eastern coast. Asa matter of fact, 


£140,000 had been wasted on harbours_ 


Mr. Willaam Moore. 


{COMMONS} 
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in the county of Wicklow alone. At 
Arklow £35,000 was spent upon a har- 
bour, £23,000 of the money being a 
loan but the harbour was found to be 
so absolutely useless that the Wicklow 
Grand Jury at the Spring Assizes in 
1885, almost directly after the completion 
of the harbour, passed a_ resolution 
pointing out that the harbour had been 
constructed against the express wishes 
and views of the people most concerned, 
and asking for an early inspection in 
order that the cess-payers might be 
relieved of a useless expenditure. An 
inspection was made, and, it being 
found that the harbour was crumbling 
away, a further expenditure of £7,000 
was sanctioned. After a period of thir- 
teen years the harbour became filled 
up with sand, and for five years the 
harbour commissioners endeavoured to 
dredge the harbour, but they were unable 
to keep it clear of sand. In 1903 the 
harbour became permanently filled up, 
and the fishing fleet were unable to get 
out, or, if they got out, they were un- 
able to get in again. The harbour 
commissioners were constantly pressing 
the Government to do something, and 
in the early spring of last year a dredger 
was sent down, but it was unable to clear 
the sand. Thus a population of 3,000, 
who were dependent upon _ fishing, 
had been rendered helpless, and the 
local industries had been } ractically 
extinguished through their inability to 
ship their produce from the harbour. 
The people of Wicklow then approached 
the Department of Agriculture, but it 
was not until long after public bodies 
and county councils had taken action 
that the Department promised to do 
something. The agitation was not set 
on foot by the hon. Baronet the Member 
for North Wexford; it had been going 
on for years. At a meeting attended 
by delegates from the county councils 
of Dublin. Wicklow, Wexford, and 
Waterford, there was passed a strong 
resolution calling upon the Government 
to take action in the matter; that 
resolution was confirmed by the county 
councils themselves and by every har- 
bour commission and rural council in 
the four counties. At the end of 1903 
the Board of Works sent their chiet 
engineer to survey the harbour, and 
the detailed report submitted by that 
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officer fully confirmed the original con- 
tention of the people of Wicklow with 
regard to the position and manner in 
vhich the harbour had been constructed. 
Ye hoped the Chief Secretary would 
tudy that report with a view to the 
doption of the recommendations of 
te chief engineer. 
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The representatives of the south- 
astern counties were anxious that the 
Yarine Works Act should be extended 
ti all the maritime counties of Ireland. 
They had no selfish views in the 
matter, their desire being that the 
Government sheuld do _ its duty 
to all counties. The fishing industry, 
which was of supreme importance 
to the people of Ireland, had been 
totally neglected in the past, as would be 
nade abundantly clear by a comparison 
between the treatment given to English 
and Scotch fisheries and that meted out 
to Ireland. The Department of Agri- 
culture were anxious to do all they could, 
but their means were very limited. 
Here was a case in which public money 
had been expended in such a way that 
the expenditure would be absolutely 
worthless unless some further works 
were carried out, and he submitted that 
there was no commerci.l concern in the 





country that would hesitate to under- 
take a small additional expenditure to 
make previous large expenditure remuner- 
ative. It was one of the first duties of 
che Government to look after the people, 
ind they ought now to come to the 
rescue. The Board of Works was a 
moaument of bad works; everything 
they had done in the matter of harbours 
and piers had been a failure. On the 
harbour at Wicklow £67,000 was spent ; 
the whole of the money was a loan, and 
had had to be repaid with 4} per cent. 
interest, with the result that Wicklow 
and the guaranteeing baronies had been 
charged with £3,300 a year. That har- 
bour and the town itself were now 
threatened with complete destruction. 
Then, again, at Greystones some £20,000 
had been absolutely thrown into the 
sea. When the harbour was supposed 
to have been completed it was examined 





by the county surveyor, but it was in 
sO ruinous a condition that he refused 
to certify for it, and the Grand Jury 
declined to take it over. On these three 
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harbours £140,000 had been wasted, and 
he asked the Government, in the name 
of common sense, to take steps to put the 
harbours in a proper condition, so that 
that large expenditure should not be 
altogether thrown away. Such a state 
of things would not be tolerated in a 
Scotch or English harbour for a single 
week, but because the Irish were a patient 
people this kind of thing went on year 
after year without anything being done. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
take the matter in hand, and have steps 
taken to improve the condition of aifairs 
of which they complained. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
the people of the North of Ireland felt 
that they had been neglected under 
recent sinister influences while the South 
and West of Ireland had been unduly 
favoured, but his intervention was to 
point out that even where money had 
been spent on a northern constituency 
it had not been very wisely applied. The 
pier at Portavogie had been greatly 
damaged, if not absolutely swept away 
by a recent gale. The point he wished 
to emphasise was that that pier was con- 
structed against all local opinion and local 
knowledge, and on a plan against which 
the county council of Down, other local 
influences, and he in Parliament, had 
over and over again protested. He 
wished to make an appeal on_ behalf 
of Bangor, because no fishing boats 
could go there at low tide. The county 
council had given its approval in regard 
to some improvements there, and he 
trusted that the new Chief Secretary 
would do something to help on these 
local claims which, although they might 
appear small matters to bring before 
the House of Commons, were yet of vita 
importance to the localities concerned, 
He hoped that in the future Ireland 
would receive fair treatment all round 
in these matters. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
said his object in rising was to call atten- 
tion to certain matters which he had 
brought before the notice of the Chief 
Secretary last year. Tae hon. Member — 
for North Antrim had informed 
Nationalist Party that they were a 
window-breaking brigade. 


the 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Hear, hear! 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN, continuing, 
said the hon. Member had also said that 
they were insolent and had many other 
sins. Those were somewhat hard epithets 
to use against them, but when they re- 
membered who it was that used them 


they were inclined to let them pass, 


unnoticed. The chorge which Nationalist 
Members made was that their consti- 
tuencies were being neglected in re- 
gard to public works, and upon this 
point the hon. Member for North Down 
said that they were right. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: 
tend to do so. 


I did not. in- 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said the hon. 
Member for North Down said that the 
grants given to certain harbours were 
wasted, and that was precisely the 
charge which Nationalist Members made. 


Mr T. L. CORBETT said he entirely 
agreed with every word which the hon. 
Member for North Antrim had _ said. 
What he said was that some of the 
money which had been spent by the 
Government on the harbours in the 
North of Ireland had not been wisely 
spent. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said the hon. 
Member for North Antrim had been 
giving them a lesson on loyalty. There 
was one man to whom the hon. Member 
ought to have been loyal, and where 
was he now? If there ever was a man 
to whom the hon. Member opposite ought 
to have been loyal it was the late Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. This was the 
Gentleman who was preaching loyalty 
to the Irish Members. The Unionists 
of Ireland were only Joyal when they 
got everything. His constituency of 
Galway had not had one penny from the 
Government in the way of assistance of 
any kind for the last three vears. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said the hon. 
Member was evidently in error about his 


own constituency. If he would look at 
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the Return from which he had quoted 
he would see that since the year 1883 
Galway had received from the Govern- 
ment £30,000. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said he was 
speaking of the poor country around the 
city of Galway, a constituency which 
he knew well. Not one penny had been 
spent by the Government in his constitu- 
ency for the last three years, although 
they had had the honour of a visit from 
a Government inspector. The lighting 
of the harbour was complained of, and 
the harbour board undertook to correct 
it, but immediately an order was given 
by the Local Government Board telling 
them that they must not change the 
lighting of the harbour. Afterwards the 
Local Government Board sent an inspector 
to visit the harbour, and he came upon a 
glorious day when things werecalm. He 
came in the morning and went away in the 
afternoon, after examining the lights when 
they were not lit. That was all they 
did for his constituency in three years. 
They had been told that they must rely 
upon their own resources. Here was a 
poor section of the country right around 
the city, where the Land Act had done 
nothing for the people, and where it had 
not been put into operation. A woollen 
factory was started there by a few people, 
and it had turned out goods acknow- 
ledged to be the finest in the three king- 
doms. The people themselves had also 
established a brush factory, but the very 
things which the Government could have 
done to assist the people there were just 
the things which had not been done. In 
the face of these facts he would not say 
that the remarks of the hon. Member for 
North Antrim were insolent, and he 
would not say what they were. He 
thought he had made out his case that it 
was necessary that a dredger should be 
sent to the harbour of Galway as soon as 
possible. He had received Answers upon 
this question from the Attorney-Ceneral 
and from the late Chief Secretary, but he 
should continue to press this matter 
session after session in the hope that in 
the near future they would have someone 
sitting on the Treasury Bench represent- 
ing the Government who would listen to 
their representations, and would not give 
them so many unfulfilled promises. 
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Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said this was really too serious a subject 
to be treated in the way in which it had | 
yeen treated by the hon. Membei for 
North Antrim. He assured hon. Members 
pposite that the Pope had nothing to 
io with their actions upon these questions, 





pr he knew nothing about dredgers 


ether on the east or the west coast of | 
Ireland, and he doubted if he even knew | 
where North Antrim was on the map. 
Members | 


Therefore he begged hon. 


opposite to be serious in this matter, 


when they were dealing with questions 
which materially affected the welfare of 
lieland. For his own pait he had no 
objection to anything being done for any 
part of Ireland which urgently required 
the attention of the Government. He 
rejoiced when he heard of anything being | 
done to a harbour in Down or Antrim, 
just as much as he did when anything 
was being done to the harbours on the 
He had no objec- 


tion to any harbouw being improved. 
The hon. Member for North Antrim had 


west coast of Ireland. 


quoted certain figures, but he had been 
informed that the greater part of the 
sum he had mentioned was granted in 
the shape of loans, which, of course, had 
to be repaid. Their great grievance was 
that these moneys had been entirely 
wasted, and had been spent against the 
wishes of the localities concerned, and 


He 


put it to the Chief Secretary whether it | 


entiiely without any local control. 


Was not an outrage for the poor people to | 
have to pay back these loans out of the 
rates when the money had been mis- 
spent on works which were absolutely 
The boast of Irish Unionists 
was that this Parliament could do every- | 
thing for Ireland that an Irish Parlia- | 
ment could do. 


useless, 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Wear, hear || 


x 
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Mr. CLANCY said that North, South, 
Kast, or West, there was not a part of the 
coast of Ireland which, if there had been 
an Irish Parliament for the last hundred 
years, would not have been the scene of a 
flourishing industry. Now they could 
not go to any of these small fishing places 
without seeing all around signs of decay. 
It was impossible for the people of Ireland 


to believe that this was not the result of 


| 
| neglect on the part of those who had as- 


sumed the responsibility for the govern- 


| ment of Ireland against the wil of the 


people. He did not want to dwell so 
much upon questions affecting his own 


constituency, although in Dublin they 


'had many grievances of this kind. It 


that 


poverty existed only in the West of 


great mistake to suppose 


[reland. He did not begrudge a single 
penny which had been devoted to 


the West of Ireland during the last 


twenty years, and he had voted for 
every penny which had been granted 
that All that had 


been granted and a good deal more 


for purpose. 


was wanted in order to put that part 


| of the country into a satisfactory state. 


There were, however, all over Ireland, 
in what were called rich counties on the 


| east coast, places which a native Legisla- 


ture would assist by national grants 
which were now left to ruin and decay, 
because the present Government were 
more concerned with South Africa and 
affairs in the Far East than with Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary had been invited 
to go round Wexford and see for himself, 
but he had not so much faith in this 
practice. Everything was known, and 
what was wanted was expenditure out 
of Imperial funds for the general purposes 


of the country. The demand for the 


expenditure of public money in Ireland 


was justified not only by the condition 
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of the country, but also by the scandalous | Irish Beard of Works by the information 
over-taxation of which Ireland had | at my disposal, which naturally is official 
been the victim for the last hundred information. With regard to the Ark- 
years. The present Chief Secretary had | low Harbour I find that a great deal 
commenced by being conciliatory, but of money has been spent upon it. It 


that policy seemed to have had a bad has been sought to draw a distinction | 


eflect upon the hon. Member for North between the money found by the State 
Antrim. He hoped the new Chief Secre- | in the form of loans and the money found 


tary would have a little courage, and by grants. I find in the case of the | 


beware of the fate of his predecessor. /harbour the expenses defrayed by loans 
amounting to £23,500 and by free grants 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | coming to £18,500, so that after all 
LAND (Mr. Watter Lone, Bristol, there is not a very great margin between 
S.): I do not think the House will be the amount advanced by loan and the 
surprised if I say, after listening to the amount given in free grants. It has 
debate which has now gone on for two been said that the Board of Works 
hours, that I rise to speak on behalf of muddled what was done there. My 


the Irish Government in some little information is that the plans for the 
confusion of mind. In the first place,! works which are now in existence were 
I have received a great deal of advice, | favourably reported on by two indepen- 
and that advice has been of a some-| dent engineers whose Report was pre- 
what conflicting character. At the sented to Parliament; and that during 
same time, coming as I do fresh the time the plans were under inspection 
from the study of the administra-/ a great many people in the localities 
tion of Ireland from the point of approved them, and that they were 
view of a person who is for the first time | also approved by two eminent practical 
responsible for that government it has | engineers. If, therefore, it is true that 
been not a little surprising to me to find | the Board of Works failed in doing 
that there is so widespread an impression its duty, it took every precaution it 
that nothing has been done for Ireland, | was possible to adopt, and it does not 
and that no advantages have been con- | appear to me that the charge of failure 
ferred upon Ireland by the work that has rests upon them. It was almost im- 
been done. We have had to-night many | possible to avoid some of the difficulties, 
local cases referred to. It is obviously | which were local difficulties and which in 
unpossible for me to go into allofthem. I | the circumstances seemed to be scarcely 
am going to be impartial in my examina- preventable. The Board of Works have still 
tion of the cases presented, and take two | got the condition of Arklow Harbour under 
cases presented from different sides of | consideration, [am informed that before 
the House. The Arklow Harbour and_ [I took office the Irish Government were 
the Bann drainage are two very good considering whether out of the Irish De- 
illustrations of the difficulties in which | velopment Grant a sum of money could 
the Irish Government find themselves. not be employed for the extension of the 
An attack has been made upon the pier and the groyne. But, after all, L 
Irish Board of Works with regard to the | have shown that a considerable amount 
Arklow Harbour. I can only judge the | of money has been spent on Arklow 
Mr. Clancy. 
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Harbour. MEMBER 
‘Wasted.”] It is all very well to say 
hat the money has bee. wasted, bat 
very precaution was adopted that could 


ie adopted. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : 
a plans which were disapproved of at 
tle time by all the local opinion most 


It was spent 


lkely to know. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: [ have already 
stated that the plans were approved by a 
number of people in the locality and that 
every precaution was taken that could 
possibly be adopted in order to secure 
that the work should be properly done. 
If it is suggested that there has been 


1 want of care or energy on the part of those 
concerned in carrying out that work 


Iam here to defend them, for it is my 
business to do so. If hon. Gentlemen 
were in my place they would defend men 
who were unable to defend themselves. [I 
have also to say that as long as I am 
responsible for the government of Ire- 
land I shall do my best to make myself 
icquainted with the facts on the spot. 
{ shall not take the advice of the hon. 
yentleman who spoke last when he said 
hat personal visits are not necessary. 
[ shall endeavour to ascertain the facts 
in regard to the past, and what it 1s 
possible to do in the future to secure 


better results. 


The Bann drainage has not been 
referred to directly, but 1 think it 
was referred to indirectly in this way. 
Reference was made to many works 
which were under the consideration of 
the Irish Government and with regard to 
which there are difficulties. I am not 
responsible for that. Up to the present, 


of course, I have not had to take any 
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active steps in connection witn the matter- 
The difficulty in regard to the Bann 
drainage has, I find, been that a great 
deal of money has been spent under the 
direction of the Government and that 
the results are alleged to be 
satisfactory. We are asked to spend 
more money on that and other works. 
Coming fresh to the study of Irish 


not 


administration I find an attack made 
upon us that we 
enough money, and that the money 
already spent has not been properly 
spent. I think I shall be able to show 
that the money has been well spent, and 


that some excellent results have been 


have not spent 


obtained. Reference has been made 
to the policy of my Department and to 
permanent officials in the Department. 
I hope the House will believe that I did 
not accept the office I now hold with 
a light heart. I did not accept it with- 
out grave misgivings as to my own 
power to do justice to a position of 
such great importance and _responsi- 
bility, and, therefore, what I say now 
I hope the House will believe is not 
due to any feeling of over self-confidence 
or presumption, but I do ask my hon. 
friends on my own side and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to accept the view of the 
situation as it presents itself to me, and 





/must present itself to anybody who has 
| experience of the administration of the 
| country. ‘That view is that whatever the 
policy of the Irish Government may be, 
whether it is one approved or disapproved, 
the blame, at all events in the future, if 
blame there is, should be placed on the 
shoulders of one person—the Minister 
who is for the time being responsible, 
However competent permanent officials 
may be, they cannot share the responsi- 
bility for administration which attaches to 


the Minister alone. So long as I hold 
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my position | shall consider it a duty and | spring. 
sa nas | 19 non 
privilege to defend those officials who | 13,787 


cannot speak for themselves, and Iam) than has been marketed in any previous 
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fisheries in 1903 was 


mackerel 
half-boxes—an amount larger 


willing to bearthe blame for any failure | year, and the total value, £3,813, is higher 
Under the 
| scheme of the Congested Districts Board 


in administration. | than in any previous season. 





Let me say a word as to the facts in re- | 


gard tothe question raised in the Motion. | 
The hon. Baronet who moved the Motion | 


said that nothing had been done | 


for the Irish fisheries, that the Govern- | 


ment of Ireland had failed to find the | 
necessary money, that there had been 


no development, and that the fisheries | 


Is it really | 


} 


had been going backward. 
the case that they have been going back- | 


ward ? I say, as I have said before more 


than once, that I am bound to a very 


large extent to take, as a Minister always 


is compelled to take, a view which is of an 


official character, but it does not follow 


from that that it is unreliable or that a 
If you take | 


public official is inaccurate. 
the figures of the Report of the Congested | 
District Board for 1904 you will find the 
1896, Aran 


spring mackerel half-boxes sold, fresh, 


following particulars: In 


were 6,350, and the total amount paid 
In 1903 the half- 
and the total | 


to fishermen, £1,627. 
boxes sold were 13,787 ; 
amount paid, £3,813. The Cleggan fish- 
ery results in 1896 showed the half-boxes 
sold were 3,698; and the amount paid 
£753. 
boxes sold, 8,375 ; and the amount paid, | 
£3,189. The Clifden fishery results in | 
1897 showed that the number of half- 


In 1903 the figures were—half- 





boxes sold, fresh, was 255, and the amount 
In 1903 the num- 


ber of half-boxes sold, fresh, were 809 ; 


paid to fishermen £58. 


and the amount paid to fishermen £1,090. 
These figures show that there has been 
a steady increase in those branches of 
the fishing industry. The total quantity 
of fish marketed fresh in the several 


Mr. Walter Long.’ 





_very excellent work was also done by 


the people on shore. They earned in hand- 
ling fish alone between £300 and £400, 
[A NarionaList MemBER: Why not 


|extend the operations then?] Well, I 


think we are doing our best to extend 
the operations steadily, and I venture 
to say that this Report shows some very 
good results. For the Blacksed mackerel 
fishery the Board chartered a small 
steamer as in previous years for the 
conveyance of fish to the railway at 
Tonragee, Achill Sound, charging ls, 
a box for the carriage of the fish, and 
2d. for returned empties. During the 


week ended 28th May, 1903, the fishing 


/at Downing’s Bay, Donegal, was light 


but the quality of the fish was goode 
the prices varying from 63s. to 72s. 
per cran. If you go through the records 
of the Department you will find the same 
story told—a story of steady increase, 


|and there has been a sustained and 


intelligent effort by the Department to 


make the fishing industry more pros- 


perous, 
Another branch of the work under 
the Congested Districts Board is 


what is known as the share system 
and on the Donegal coast fifty-nine 
boats were at work; the total earnings 
were £30,409; the 
Board retained as their share for the 
sinking fund and the cost of manage- 
ment was £11,141, whilst £19,268 was 
paid away to the crews of the boats as 
This does 


amount which the 


their share of the earnings. 


not look as if there had been complete 
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failure. Then, in addition to the very | piers and harbours alone. I have divided 


considerable expenditure on the con- 
struction of piers and other works, 
assistance to a very large amount has 
been granted by loans for the protection 
of fishing for 
fishing gear, and for the establishing 


grounds, for boats, 


of fish-curing and _ icing _ stations, 
‘Two lines of railway have been constructed 
in Donegal, one eighteen and a-balf miles 
and the other forty-nine ana a-half miles 
long. These lines were chiefly constructed 
in the interests of the fishing industry 
and the expenditure on them, out of 
funds provided by the ‘Lreasury, was 
something like £401,000. Taking the 
whole amount spent on Irish piers and 
1850, find 
had out of Imperial 
sources £24,770, and out of Irish sources 
£24,617; had £53,783 and 
£37,718 respectively ; Mayo, £17,554 and 
£33,592; Sligo, £7,215 and £13,488; 
Cork, £18,891 and £39,269; and Clare, 
£9,438 and £23,709. 


some of the figures. 


harbours since we that 


County Down 


Donegal 


Those are only 
The distinction 
which has been drawn between free grants 
and loans is very curiously marked, be- 
cause the free grants, out of a total of 
£532,768, amounted to £440,472, 
the loans only to £92,296. I do not 
think, therefore, that the charge against 


and 


the Government bas been sustained | 
that money has not been found out of 


the free grants for piers and harbours. 


Mr. CLANCY : The right hon. Gentle- 
man should know that most of these 
The 


whole of the sea fisheries fund was taken 


grants were out of Irish grants. 


out of the Irish Church surplus. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: What I have 
done is to give the expenditure on fishery 
VOL, CXLITT. [Fourru Sertes.] 


it into two heads—money from Imperial 
sources and money from Irish sources, 


[A Nationatist Memper: It is not 
Imperial money at all.] 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: The 


£223,000 is part of the church surplus. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Of the money 
derived under these two heads the amount 
from Imperial sources is £200,000, and 
there is in addition £332,159 which is 
derived from Irish sources, and that 
includes the sum which comes out of 
the Irish Church surplus. I do not 
imagine that money which is drawn from 
the Irish Church fund would be described 
as coming from an Imperial source. I 
am quite certain that the figures which 
I have given, amounting together to 
£500,000, 
Imperial and sources. 
dition to that the 
£100,000 available under the Marine 
Works Act of 1902. ‘Lhat Act, which was 
passed by the late Chief Secretary, was 


divided between 
In_ad- 
sum of 


over are 
Irish 


there is 


one of the results of a tour made by the 
hon. Gentleman. Of this sum 
£86,800 has been already allocated to- 
wards works either in actual course of 


right 


construction or works respecting which 
negotiations are at the present time in 
progress. This fact disproves the state- 


ment that nothing has been done. 
Further, both the Department of Agri- 
culture and the Congested Districts Board 
have advanced loans freely in all suitable 
cases for the supply of boats, nets, and 
gear, and they are equipped with ample 
The Congested 


Districts Board have also provided boats 


funds for the purpose. 


on the share system by which the cost 
of the boats is paid for out of the 
earnings of the fisheries. 


2Y 
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That is a brief account of what the 
Irish Government have done, and are 
doing at the present time, with regard 
to the development of the fisheries. 
{t would have been more encouraging 
if one could have heard some small 


recognition of the work done. It is 
said that more money is wanted, and it 
is urged as a grievance against us that 
the people are expected to pay interest 
on the loans which have been made, and 
also to repay the loans. All I can say is 
that in many of the cases which have 
been mentioned to-night the harbours | 
have been constructed out of public 
funds, while in other parts of the kingdom 





the cost of similar work has had to come 


out of the local rates. I say it is not en- | 


couraging to hear the statements which | 
have been made to-night. I do not say 
it as a reproach, but I would point out | 
that difficulty is created in that way. | 
After all, this money can only be got if | 
the taxpayers of this country are willing | 
to provide it, and if they find it alleged | 
that whatever is provided is devoted 
to useless purposes, so that the money 
is wasted, there is no good in coming to | 
the Irish Government and asking them | 
to press the Treasury for more funds. I | 
think there should have been a franker and | 
fairer recognition of the work the Trish | 
regard to | 

If there | 


has been failure to spend the money 


Government has done in 


fishery piers and harbours. 





efficiently and to get the best results, | 
we will endeavour to profit by experience | 


and to avoid mistakes in future. It | 


‘COMMONS} 


'deep interest. He had in the 
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cannot be alleged that this country has 
not been generous in providing money, 
and I believe the facts and figures I 
have quoted show that that money has 
not been wasted as hon. 
from Ireland have contended. 
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Gentlemen 
It has 
to a large extent been spent to the 
advantage of the country, and particularly 
in the localities in which the works have 


been carried out. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) said he 
would not follow the right hon. Gentle- 
man in what he had said regarding the 
money spent during the last fifty years 
in improving certain harbours. He rose 
for the purpose of calling attention to 
the little harbour of Kinvarra on the west 
coast in which his constituents took a 
course 
of the past three or four years brought 
this matter under the notice of the late 
Chief Secretary and urged that something 
should be done to improve the harbour, 
which was in a disgraceful condition, 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
take steps to carry out the improvements 
which were necessary in order that the 
trade in that particular district might 


be properly dealt with. 


And it being half-past Eleven of the 
clock, Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the 
Order of the House of the 16th March, 
put that Question. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 217 ; Noes, 
172. (Division List No. 89.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Rebert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Bilfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 


Mr. Wa'ter Long. 


Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.( Leeds | 
Jalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
sanner, John S. 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Bond, Edward 
Beach, Rt Hon. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
3ill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Harmood- | Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

| Bull, William James 


Sir M. Hicks 
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Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A 

‘oates, Edward Feetham 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
‘ollings, Rt Hon. Jesse 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘raig, C. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir J. C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hon.SirJd.(Man’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inw rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EK. Algernnon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elginand Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets) 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Corst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
CGretton, John 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 





Akers- | 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 


| Lees, Sir E. 
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Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir R. T. ~ 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. A. Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) , 


Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, J. G. (Yorks. N.R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
(Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hoa. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. 


R 
ve 


| Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh W.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell. Rt. HnSirHE.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ. H( Dumfriesshire) 
Montagu.Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell. Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


NOES. 
Allen, Charles P. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn.H Henry 
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Purvis Robert 

Pym, ©. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Xemnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. L. Walter 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.} 
Seely, C. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford. East) 
Smith, H.C.( North’ mb. Tyn’side 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear. John Ward 

Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M'Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chicester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG. (OxfdUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH(Sheftield) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby,Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton,Rt.Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
3eaumont, Wentworth C. 


; Bell, Richard 


} 
I B. 
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Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Jordan, Jeremi 
Causton, Richard Knight | Kearley, Hudsc 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 


| Helme, Norval 


Henderson,” A. 


| Hutchinson, Dr 
Hutton, Alfred 


Jones, Leif (Ap 


Kilbride, Denis 


Langley, Batty 


{COMMONS} 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E 


| Holland, Sir William Henry}; 
| Horniman, Frederick John 


Joicey, Sir James 
} Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 


Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry | 
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Watson | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, J. E, (Waterford) 
Richards, T. (W. Monm’th) 

| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

ah Runciman, Walter 

on K. Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, HL. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles FE. 

Seely, Maj. J. E. B. (Isle off Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


(Durham) 


. Charles Fredk. 
EK. (Morley) 


pleby) 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, R. Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, C. Ramsay (Galway) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, C. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Ca: ‘EC(S. Andrw’s Bghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, A. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
' Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal. W.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir C. Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, RtHon. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
Wason, J. C. (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, A. W. (N. Dorset) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Nors—Sir 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Thomas Esmonde 


Patrick O’ Brien. 


Bill read a second time, and committed | ordered to be brought in by Mr. Claude 


for To-morrow. 


NEW BILL. 


| Hay, Mr. James Hope, Dr. Macnamara, 


Sir Albert 


Rollit, 


Sir Ernest Flower, 


Mr. Coghill, and Mr. Forde Ridley. 








ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (FEEDING 
OF CHILDREN). 


Bill to make provision for the feeding 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (FEEDING 
OF CHILDREN) BILL. 

“To make provision for the feeding 

of Children in Public 


Elementary 





of Children in Public Elementary Schools, 


Schools,” presented accordingly, and 
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Adjournment. 


read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, and to be printed. 
“Bill 126.) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
(IRELAND). 


“eé 


Return ordered, “setting forth the 
mames, age, length of service, and place 
of education, of each salaried official 
in the various Government Departments 


in Ireland.—(Mr. MacVeagh.) 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That this House do now adjourn.” 


(Sir. A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
wished to draw attention to the order of 
Questions on the Paper of the House, 
which had caused great inconvenience to 
hon. Members during the last fortnight or 
three weeks. A large number of Ques- 
tions, of which notice had been given to 
the Secretary of State for War, had been 
so placed in the order list of Questions 
as to shut out an Answer being given to 
the 


and the Answers were delayed until 


them across floor of the House, 
the following day when they appeared 
That had caused 
inconvenience 


in the Order Paper. 
considerable more than 
once when the Army Votes were under 
discussion. The one Question to which 
he wished to direct attention was of 
considerable interest to those hon. Mem- 
bers who were looking forward with 
apprehension or pleasure, as the case 
might be, to the statement which was 
to be made next day by the Secretary 
of State for War. He begged to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Ottice what had been the total cost of 


{27 Marcu 1805} 
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the barracks built under the Army Corps 


Adjournment. 


scheme on Salisbury Plain and in other 
districts ; whether those barracks would 
be utilised under the present scheme ; 
and, if not, whether building operations 
had been suspended. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Was this Question 


on the Paper for to-day ? 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: It 


Paper for to-day, but was not reached. 


was on the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Then it cannot be 


asked now. The Standing Order pro- 
vides that the answer will appear in 


the Order Paper to-morrow. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN 
quite content for the time to ask the 


said he would be 
First Lord of the Treasury if any ar- 
rangement could be made to prevent a 
repetition of what he had complained of. 
This was not the first time that such an 
It would 
be in the recollection of the House that 
the thing 


session and the early part of this session, 


occurrence had taken place. 


same had happened last 
when important Colonial Office Questions 


were to be discussed. He understood 
that the order in which Questions were 
placed on the Paper was arranged very 
largely for the convenience of Ministers. 
He did not wish to interfere with that 
but if 


ranged that such Questions as he had 


convenience ; it could be ar- 
referred to could be placed earlier in the 
list so as to admit of an oral Answer 
being given across the floor of the 
House it would be a great convenience 
to those on that side of the House. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said that the First Lord of the Treasury 
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was the very last man in the world to 
whom he would like to give the disposition 
of the Questions or their arrangement. 
He had always understood that Mr. 
Speaker himself had formerly arranged 
the order of the Questions at his discre- 
tion; and he would be very sorry if 
that discretion were left to the First 
Lord of the Treasury from his know- 
ledge of the way in which that right hon. 
Gentleman had manipulated the rules 
of the House. 
““Order”’| He recollected very _per- 
fectly that during the debates on the 


[MINISTERIAL cries of 


new rules it was suggested first of all 
that the Prime Minister should arrange 
the list of Questions, but that was 
met with a of opposition 
Then it suggested that it 
should be left to the Clerks at the 
Table, but that was repudiated; and 
lastly it was agreed that it should be 
left in the hands of Mr. Speaker. Mr. 
Speaker had intervened many a time 


storm 


was 


to say that the time given to Questions 
should be economised to the best interests 
of hon. Members. He recollected Mr. 
Speaker intervening when Black Rod 
appeared in the House during Question 
time, thus encroaching on the rights 
of hon. Members. Then an arrangement 
was formally made to suit the conveni- 
ence of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
who sailed into the House at the end of 
Questions and in many cases escaped 
answering any Questions at all. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
T object to 


1 like Questions. 


BaLrour, Manchester, EK.) : 
the word “ escaped.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that no 
priest of the Elysian mysteries ever 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 
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better concealed any knowledge that he 
possessed than the right hon. Gentle- 
With great respect he held that 
Mr. Speaker, with his usual consideration 


man. 


in reference to safeguarding the privi- | 


Jeges of hon. Members, arranged of late 
that Questions addressed to the First 
Lord should be put on to the list be | 
tween the numbers forty and fifty, | 
That often threw back Questions ad- | 
dressed to the Colonial Secretary, who : 
in that way avoided many inconvenient 
As to the War Secre- 


tary, he was perpetually up in the 


interrogatories. 


clouds or under a cloud ; and the system 
prevented him answering some of the 
awkward Questions. The first twenty 
Questions on the list were frequently of 
Two Questions had 


been put down starred, with elaborate 
> 


no general interest. 


Answers as to whether the public should 


be admitted between three and four 
to Hampton Court, while on the same 
day the War Secretary was not allowed 
to answer some Questions on 
Under the rules, the 


First Lord evaded answering Questions, 


Army 
contracts. new 
[MINISTERIAL cries of ‘ Order, order!” 
Well, the First Lord had provided 4 
very convenient method of escaping 
himself and 


answering Questions for 


his colleagues. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It now being twelve 
o’clock, the Motion has lapsed. 


Mr. SWIFT 
put it again ? 


MACNEILL: May 


*Mr.SPEAKER: There is no business 
left on the Paper and the House now 
stands adjourned. 


Adjourned at one minute afte 
Twelve o'clock. 
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EARL OF KENMARE. 

Report made from the Lord Chan- 
ellor that the right of Valentine Charles, 
larl of Kenmare, in the Peerage of Ire- 
lnd, to vote at the election of Repre- 
gitative Peers for Ireland has been 
established to the satisfaction of the 
lord Chancellor; read, and ordered to 
lic on the Table. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Wynford sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill[.u.]. Reported, 
without Amendment. 


Hastings Harbour Bill [#.L.]. The 
King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
iorted, with Amendments. 


Metropolitan Railway Bill{a...J. Re- 


orted, with Amendments. 


Hessle Gas Bill [#.1.]. 


mendments. 


Reported, with 


Clacton Improvement Bill [x.u.]. The 
HAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEES informed the 
louse that the opposition to tbe Bill 
as withdrawn. The orders made on the 
ist of February last and the 13th instant, 
ischarged, and Bill committed. 


Holy Trinity Portsea Bill [u.1.}. Read 
‘, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
‘ochester Water Bill. Brought from the 
‘ommons ; read 1*; and referred to the 
}xaminers. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


[ARRIAGES, BIRTHS AND DEATHS, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 
Fi‘tieth Annual Report of the Registrar- 


oe in Scotland of the marriages, 


VOL. CXLIU. [Fourrn Series.] 
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births, and deaths registered for the 
year 1904; and Fortieth Annual Report 
on Vaccination, 


CROFTER HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACTS, 
1886-87. 
Report by the Crofters’ Commission, 
for the year ended December  3lst, 
1904. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3331. Netherlands (Amsterdam). 


MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 
General abstract of marriages, births, 
and deaths registered in England and 
Wales in the year 1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [#.1.]; 
Married Women’s Property Act (1882) 
Amendment Bill [H.u.]; Prize Courts 
Bill [H.u.]; Naval Prize Bill [H.1.]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment ; and to be read 3* 
on Thursday next. 


Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Pill [H.1.]. 
Read 5* (according to order); Amend- 
ments (Privilege) made; Bill passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


THE AFFAIRS OF SOUTH-EASTERN 
EUROPE. 

*Tue Earn or LYTTON, who had 
given notice “To call attention to the 
affairs of South-Eastern Europe, and to 
move for Papers,” said: My Lords, 
the Motion which IT have placed on the 
Order Paper this afternoon is intended 
to raise a discussion, and, I hope, to 
elicit some information, upon the state 
of affairs in Macedonia and the present 
phase of what is known as the Near East- 
ern question. This question, like the 
poor, is always with us. and I cannot 
help thinking that in many respects our 
attitude towards it is not altogether 
unlike our attitude towards the poor. 
Generally, we are all very sorry that 
such things should be. We regret in- 
finitely the unfortunate state of affairs, 
but on the whole we are resigned to the 


22 
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attitude that no remedy can_ possibly 
be found, and this apparent hopelessness 
of a solution has no doubt led, to a cer- 
tain extent, to a modification of the 
interest of the country in the question. 


But, my Lords, if it be true that 
the imterest in this department of 
our foreign policy is not as great to-day 
as it has been on other occasions, 


if it be true that a certain amount of 
apathy has settled on public opinion 
with regard to this part of the world, 
that does not reduce in any sense our 
obligations and our responsibilities there, 
and in spite of those circumstances our 
duty, I think, remains as clear as ever. 
Indeed, there is something to be thankful 
for in the fact that we can now discuss 
the whole question, review the whole 
position, without the pressure of senti- 
ment, and without the disturbing in- 
fluence of popular clamour. 

I fully realise the difficulties in which 
any Foreign Minister is placed who is 
called upon to deal with a matter of 
this kind, and the last thing I desire 
to do this afternoon to raise any 
sort of reproach against the noble Mar- 
quess who conducts our foreign affairs, as 
1 think all your Lordships will admit, 
with such conspicuous ability. | feel 
that if this question had been left entirely 
in his hands it would have been settled 
by now—settled, too, in a manner not 
less efiectively, 1f perhaps less drastically, 
than a British Admiral-- Admiral Noei 
once settled the afiairs of Crete. Lut J 
realise his difficulties. 1! have no desire 
to add to them in any way, and the only 
reason | have placed this Motion on the 
Paper is to give the noble Marquess an 
opportunity of making it perfectly plain 
that, so far as he is concerned, and so far 
as the Government of this country is con- 
cerned, there has been no going back 
upon the position we have taken up ail 
along on this question; that there is no 
justification for the opinion, which I am 
sorry to say is held in some quarters and 
in other countries, that the British 
Governuient is losing heart, and really 
cares very little about what is happening 
in Macedonia. I will not ask the noble 
Marquess lor one of those general assur- 


is 


unces which it is so easy to give when vou 
are pressed for them in Parliament. iirt 
I do appeal to him to state this aftcrnoen, 
as clearly as his responsible position will 


The Earl of Lytton. 


(LORDS) 
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allow, that the voice of this country is 
still being raised in the counsels of Europe 
in favour of peace, justice, and ad- 
ministrative reform. 


South-Eastern Europe. 


It is within your Lordships’ recollec- 
tion that when this subject was dis- 
cussed last year on the Motion of my 
noble friend Lord Newton, a good deal 
was said about the mandate which had 
been given to Austria and Russia and 
the reforms which these two Powers had 
undertaken to carry out. A good deal 
of scepticism was expressed on that 
occasion as to the adequacy of these re- 
forms, but the noble Marquess assured 
us that if, in the course of time, they 
should prove to be insuflicient, he re- 
served to himself the right on a future 
of putting forward more far. 
Another year has 


occasion 
reaching proposals. 


‘gone by and we have an even better 


opportunity of judging the effect of the 
policy of the mandate. It cannot be 
doubted that on the whole, considering 
the time it has been in operation, it has 
failed to bring about any. real ameliora- 
tion of the state of affairs in Macedonia. 
At any rate, no one whose knowledge is 
derived solely from Blue-books and 
the public Press can point to any 
evidence that we really better 
off to-day than we were _ twelve 
months ago, whilst the fact that these 
twelve months have gone by and so 
little has been done must in itself be an 
aggravation of the forces which make for 
unrest. It is perfectly true that some 
progress has been made with the reor- 
ganisation of the gendarmerie, and it is 
at least satisfactory to learn that the 
greatest zeal has been shown and the 
most efficient work done by that portion 
which is under the command of Colonel 
Fairholme and other British officers; but 
in everything else there has, [ am sorry 
to say, been the usual delay, the usual 
contusion, the usual lukewarmness on 
the part of the Powers, and, worse than 
all, the usual disposition of the Turkish 
authorities to make use of disputes be- 
tween the rival sections of Christian com- 
munities to stir up strife rather than 
maintain peace. 


are 


The vilayet of Adrianople is still 
excluded from tle sphere of retorm 
The original Austro-hussian 


altogetlier. 
proposals, which we were told consti- 
tuted the irreducible 








minimum, have 
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been curtailed, and are not yet, so 
far as we can judge from public 
, information, fully in operation. It 
is evident, therefore, that the policy 
of the mandate has failed either to 
- prevent bloodshed, to restore order, or 
to secure reform; and in corroboration 





y of this statement I can quote a despatch 
| @ ‘rom the noble Marquess. I find in the 
1 @ ast Blue-book available on this subject 
4 @ that in May of last year the noble 


d @ Marquess, in answer to Count Lamsdorf, 
| @ vho had found fault with the noble 


t @ arquess for, as he thought, the need- 
- & bssly pessimistic language which he had 
d @ used, replied as follows— 

: 


“T told his Excellency that I had been 
} caallenged to produce any evidence tending to 
e show an actual improvement in the condition 
of the country, and that no one had been able 





és to supply me with any such evidence.” 

t Up to the end of this Blue-book no such 
@ 4 evidence is forthcoming. Perhaps the 
WH noble Marquess has been able to find 
i Wf evidence between the date on which this 
iS 1] Blue-book ends and the present. If that 
a- § 


} is so, doubtless we shall hear it to-day ; 
4. @ but from the period at which this Blue- 


is J book ends to the present day nothing has 
id B come to the knowledge of the public 


ly @ which will lead them to differ from 





the opinion then expressed by the noble 
ve @ Marquess. 
se 
50 It is true that the noble Earl the Under- 
in @ Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
or @ Lord Percy, speaking in another place, 
ne ™ lenied that this Austro-Russian reform 
yr- | cheme could be said to have failed, but 
is @ he noble Karl went on, in the very next 
he @>reath, to say that the only object of 
he @ hat scheme of reform was to maintain 
on @ che status quo. What are we to think of 
yel HM eny scheme of reform the object of which 
ut S to maintain the status quo? I cannot 
ry Meonceive a greater condemnation of a 
ial scheme of reform than to say that its 
ong nly object is to keep things exactly as 
anf™ they are, and if that was the object of 
ish the Miirzsteg scheme, then I think we 





san agree with the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs that it has 
vbundantly succeeded in its object. 
There is another circumstance to which 
some reference must be made, which still 
further reduces any chance of success 
which this scheme may once have had. 
I reier to the internal condition of 
Russia and the events which have taken 
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place in St. Petersburg and other large 
towns in that country during the last few 
months. I am quite aware that this is 
rather a delicate matter, and I hope I 
shall say nothing which can in any way 
offend the susceptibilities of that great 
Power for whose present misfortunes 
at home and abroad, it is im 
possible not to feel a certain measure ol 
sympathy. But can anyone in all seri- 
ousness look to Russia at this moment as 
a champion of the oppressed, as a genuine 
and sincere opponentofcor.upt, and tyran- 
nical government ? What weight could 
that country have in demanding reforms ? 
What title could it have to protest against 
massacre and disorder? I cannot help 
thinking thatany Note which Russia could 
submit to the Porte with regard to the in- 
ternal conditionof Macedonia would lay her 
open to a retort which is too obvious for 
me to put into words. While Russia is 
at this moment in the throes of a great 
domestic upheaval, Austria is occupied 
with a situation in Hungary, the diifi- 
culties of which are likely to increase 
rather than diminish with time. 


Is 


My reference to these events is not merely 
gratuitous, for the internal preoccupa- 
tions of these two Empires must have an 
important bearing on this question. 
It true, no doubt, to say that 
the chief reasons for European in- 
tervention in that part of the world are 
of a selfish character. Here are troubled 
waters in which every Power must fish 
lest any one should get more than 
its share, and since Austria and Russia 
are the immediate neighbours of the Turk 
and are, therefore, more nearly affected 
by the disturbances in that country, they 
have been told off nominally to secure 
reforms in the name of the other Powers, 
but, in fact, to keep a jealous watch over 
each other. But, above and beyond 
the question of mere interest, and apart 
altogether from the ambitions of any 
individual State, there a cause 
which is common to all the Powers 
alike, there is a justification for inter- 
vention which is shared by every one cf 
them, and that is the maintenance of 
international obligations. The rule of 
the Turk is altogether an anomaly in 
civilised Europe, and the misgovernment, 
followed by insurrection, which is the 
chronic state of affairs in most of the 


is 


is 





Turkish Provinces, is a perpetual menace 
222 
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to the peace of Europe. The result 
has been that from time to time the 


resentment of the other European Powers | 


has found vent in protests and expostula- 
tions, which, in their turn, have been 
followed by verbal and even written as- 


{LORDS} 


| 


surance from the Sultan that real reforms | 


will be carried out. But time goes on, 


and these reforms never get beyond the FF d if tl Sa $% 
stage of promise, and, I think, it is true | "OTWATG HE Th present scheme should 


to say that this spectacle of treaties un- 
fulfilled, of pledges broken, of protests 


ignored, of corruption and injustice in | 
place of religious tolerance and equitable | 


administration which have been 


becoming increasingly difficult for Europe 
to regard with composure. 


SO | sles 5 . ; f 
solemnly promised, is one which it is mation is not of a very reliable kind, but it 
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noble Marquess to see what is to be the 
next step. 


South-Eastern Europe. 


In his speech on the Address the noble 
Marquess told us that he had not forgotten 
and had not allowed other nations to 
forget the statement he made in this 
House with rega’d to the further pro- 
posals which he wes prepared to put 


prove a failure. Now it appears from 
a cutting which I have here from the 
Standard that the noble Marquess has 
actually within the last few months made 
fresh proposals. Naturaily this infor 


is all that I have to go upon, and I submit 


| it, therefore, with diffidence to your Lord- 


To secure real reform in the Turkish | 
dominions is the main if not the only, | 
object of the three Western Powers, | 


and I think I may go so far as to 
upon the fact that they have no other 
end to serve. Butcan Austria and Russia, 
who are at this moment occupied with 


internal complications of their own, in- 


ships. I find that according to this 
report, on January 11th last the noble 
Marquess submitted fresh proposals to the 
French Ambassador for the establishment 


: |of a European Commission to supervise 
say that their very strength depends | 


the general administration of Macedonia. 


| I would like to ask the noble Marquess if 


ternal complications of a very serious | 


character, be expected to take the same 
interest in the internal situation in Mace- 
donia ¢ It is perfectly true that they are 
constantly referred to as the “ interested 
Powers,” and I have no doubt that they 
can be counted upon to show sufficient 


he can give us this afterroon any further 
information with regard to these pro- 
posals, if he can tell us whether they 
have been abandoned permanently, or 
whether they are only temporarily in 
abeyance pending the carrying out of 
the new financial proposals since put 
forward by the two Eastern Empires. 


|The mandate which has been given 
to Austria and Russia ends in 1905. 


zeal to maintain their own interests, but | 


those interests are altogether special and 
peculiar to themselves ; and the interests 
which we share in common with them, 


the interests which all Europe has in | 


common, are just those to which they may 
be counted upon to show the greatest 
measure of indifference. The proof of my 
contention is to be found in the actual 


two years. In the sphere of operations car- | 
ried out by the gendarmerie, it has been | 

. ee | 
the representatives of the disinterested | 


and not of the interested Powers, 
who have done the most efficient work ; 
the most far-reaching and important 
proposals of reform have been put forward 
not by the statesmen of Austria and 


[ should like to ask the noble Marquess 
whether the proposals which he made 
to the French Government in January 
are likely to supersede the policy of the 
mandate, and whether Great Britain will 
take any steps, between now and October 
of this year, to get representation for the 
other Powers of Europe, including this 


: F | country. 
history of what has taken place in the last | ‘ 


But since it is evident that these pro- 
posals have been abandoned for the 
moment, the most important consider- 
ation is the new proposal which has 


_ been put forward by Austria and Russia. 


Russia, but by the Foreign Minister of 


this country. 

that urcder these circumstances those, 

whatever countyy they may tind them- 

celves, who really care profoundly about 

the question, should be lcoking to the 
The Harl of Lytton 


Is it surprising, therefore, | 
in | 


This proposal was referred to by the 
noble Marquess in his speech on the 
Address as going further than anything 
which they had yet proposed. Here, 
again, we have to rely entirely on state- 
ments contained in the Press, and I find, 
ina quotation from The Times of March 
10th, that this proposal is intended to 
set up financial reform in Macedonia. 








di 
re 
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| 
‘It is abundantly clear how impor- 












le 

tant the question of finance must be, 

because at the present time most of the 
le ‘axes in the Turkish dominions are very 
wa regulirly raised and often with grext 
Lo oppression. The salaries of the officials 
- ire unpaid, with the result that they are 
0 ibliged to pay themselves by extorting 
it noney out of the population over whom 
ld thev are called to rule, and therefore the 
m @ contusion, disorder, and insurrection in 
ae that part of the world is largely to be 
as attributed to the inadequacy and the 
le insufficiency of the financial arrange- 
Ie ments. 
it 
it It appears now, if my information is 
1. correct, that in future the Ottoman Bank 
Is is to be set up as a sort of receiver-general 
le and paymaster-general ; that each of the 
le three vilayets, together with the smaller 
nt districts included within their area, is to 
have a separate budget drawn up by 
a. its respective Vali; that these are to 
if be submitted to and agreed to- by 
er the Ottoman Bank, by Hilmi Pasha, 
0%” 9 the Inspectoi-General, and by the 
Y @ interested Powers—and presumably by 
or “interested ”” is meant Austria and Russia 
in @ —and from them a common Macedonian 


of Bf Budget is to be prepared ; that no other 


it @ expenditure is to be sanctioned; that 
8. @ for purposes of administration the Otto- 
‘ @ man Bank is to appoint six financial 
)» @ inspectors, whose salaries and expenses 
SS @ are to be paid by the vilayets, and that 
le the Ottoman Bank is to issue monthly 
é statements of accounts. These propo- 
1e ‘als have apparently been met with a 
ll Mf -ounter proposal from the Turkish Gov- 
eT ‘ment, namely, that it should raise 


1€ the Customs duties from 8 to 11 per 
8 cent. ad valorem on imported goods. 


Now, my Lords, there are several very 


°° MF disquieting features in this new financial 
1€ reform scheme. In the first place, the 
EB Ottoman Bank, which has hitherto been 


‘8 @ altogether a non-political body, is to be set 


‘; @ up to carry out large powers of an 
© @ administrative kind, and apparently, be- 
© @ vond the control exercised by the bank, 
‘8 @ no other control is to be established over 
“> @ expenditure. Then, if this new Turkish 
‘proposal is accepted, it is this country 
1, which will suffer most from the raising 
. of the Customs duties, because at this 
7 moment Great Britain has 60 per cent. 


of the trade with Turkey. It is proposed 
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that the additional revenue so rece'ved 
shall be applied for the purpose of re- 
form, but of this we have no guarantee 
whatever, and it appears that Austria 
and Russia. at this moment are co- 
operating with Turkey in order to main- 
tain the status quo at our expense. One 
can well understand the complaint of 
the Turkish Government that these re- 
forms are expensive, and that she is 
obl ged to keep a large force in the field 
so long as she is threatened with hostili- 
ties either from without or from within ; 
but I would like to point out te your 
Lordships that to remove that burden 
unconditionally would be to remove alto- 
gether the last hope of carrying out reforms. 
If we may judge from his speeches and 
from published reports, the noble Mar- 
quess has been working all along in favour 
of the establishment cf some European 
control of administration generally, but 
to accept this latest proposal of Turkey 
would be to abandon that position 
and to enable others to gain while we 
ourselves are obliged to suffer. I trust 
that the noble Marquess will give us 
some infermation witn regard to these 
proposals this afternoon. I cannot 
conceive that this country will ever be 
a party to carrying out such a disastrous 
scheme. It only shows, if my informa- 
tion is correct, how we are made to 
suffer by not being ourselves represented, 
and I would like to take this opportunity 
of urging on the noble Marquess the 
importance of securing for this country, 
in any financial scheme which is under- 
taken, some representation, because in 
finance, at any rate, if in nothing else, 
we have a very substantial interest. 


To obtain information on these two 
points has been one of the objects I have 
had in putting this Motion on the Paper. 
My other object has been to concentrate 
attention ®n the position of this country 
with regard to this question. We have 
interests, it is true, commercial, financial, 
and diplomatic, in that part of the werld, 
but we have, in addition, obligations 
and responsibilities which we share in 
common with the other signatories of 
the Treaty of Berlin. All these are, 
no doubt, valid grounds for interven- 
tion in Macedonia. I do not dwell upon 
them because I do not feel it is incumbent 
upon me to make out a case for interver- 
tion, Ifthere were not adequate reasons 
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the Government would not have intervened 
as it has done in the past and as it is doing 
to-day. But I wish at the same time to 
concede that there are those who think 
that we have no grounds for intervention 
in that part of the world. There 
are some who think we have no more 
reason to interfere in Macedonia than we 
have in Persia or in Afghanistan, and 
though I have no doubt a good case 
could be made out for non-intervention, 
just as good a case could be made out 
for intervention, I wish to empbasise 
this point, that for intervening half- 
heartedly and vacillating between the two 
policies no case can be made out. That isa 
course in support of which no argument 
can be adduced and which must in the 
end damage the prestige of the country 
which adopts it. If we recognise these 
obligations, let us take whatever action is 
required in order to fulfil them, but let that 
action be firm, consistent, and straight- 
forward. To say one day tbat we 
intend to insist upon important reforms, 
and then the next day to imply that 
all reform is impossible; to ask much 
and expect little; to induce the insur- 
gents on one occasion to remain quiet 
by promises of action, and then subse- 
quently to drive them into hostilities 
by months of inaction—all this is to 
court failure and to forfeit the con- 
fidence of those with whom we are trying 
to co-operate. 
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isolated action? The Prime Minister, 
in another place, said— 


South-Eastern Europe. 


“Are we, because we think a particular 
reform might be better, because we think i 
we were left to ourselves we might dévise somedff 
scheme more appropriate and more thorough#y- 
going——are we, therefore, to separate ourselvegi: 
from the European Concert ?” 


To that question I answer emphatically 
No! But surely there is another cours 
by which we can influence the fin: 
solution far better than by withdrawir 
from the field, and that is by remainin 
in the field and firmly and consistent 
pressing our demands. It is not for “a 
insane policy of philanthropic adventure 
as the Prime Minister called it, that {I 
plead. It is rather that within the Co 
cert of Europe we should be known all 
along to favour the real settlement 
of the Macedonian question on permanent 
lines; that we should insist  unre- 
mittingly upon some form of European 
control of justice, administration, and 
finance ; that we should leave no room 
for doubt as to our action, and that 
while we should co-operate heartily 
with other countries in securing any 
step in the direction we desire to go, 
we should not express ourselves as 
satisfied with anything which fell sbort 
of the ends we had in view. If without 
-vacillation we insist firmly upon these 
lines, we shall secure the confidence of 
those with whom we are working from 
the first, and I doubt not we shall secure 
their co-operation in the end. 


3S 4 Ge oe 


I do not suggest that the noble Mar- | 


quess has ever wavered in bis personal 
opinions on this subject, but, unfortun- 
ately, there have been utterances in 
support. of the Government policy in 
other places and on other occasions 
which are not altogether so reassuring. 
If we desire to induce France and Italy 
to join with us in securing reforms, 
we should afford them no Sportunity 
of doubting our sincerity, and I think 
I may say that one of the most distressing 
features of this whole question is the 


atmosphere of distrust which always | 


surrounds those who take part in it. 
I hope the noble Marquess will clear 
up any doubts which may exist with 
regard to the attitude of this country 
at any 
doubt, to the question, 
desire that this 


The Earl of Lytton. 


rate. I lav myself open, no 
do you then 


should take 


country 


Moved, ‘That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the affairs ef South-Eastern 
Europe.” —(The Earl of Lytton.) 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, nobody 
who has had sufficient patience to listen 
to these frequent discussions on the 
subject of Macedonia, some of which 
have been initiated by myself and some 
by other unofficial persons who sit on 
this side of the House, can fail to have 
been struck by the great similarity—I 
might say monotony—which character- 
ises them. A discussion on this particular 
subject is usually started, as I have said, 
by someone who sits on this side of the 
House. It is continued by unofficial 
persons; there is generally somebody 
on the Front Opposition Bench who takes 
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the opportunity of urging the Foreign 
Minister to more energetic action, and 
the debate invariably concludes with a 
statement, somewhat apologetic in its 
nature, by the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, depre- 
eating undue haste, urging the virtue of 
patience, and pleading in mitigation that 
he has an exceptionally hard task to 
perform, in which, | am sure, everybody 
will concur. The monotony of our de- 
bates is characteristic of the monotony 
of the situation in Macedonia. In spite 
of Blue-books, Yellow-books, and White- 
books, in spite of Circulars, Manifestoes, 
Notes--in short, in spite of all the 
paraphernalia of diplomacy, the broad 
fact remains that the condition of 
Macedonia is exactly what it was a 


324 





ent year ago when I happened myself to be 
ant in that country. 
re- 
an There is the same amount of unrest ; 
nd there is the same insecurity ; there are 
om still the same hordes of unpaid and semi- 
Lat disciplined soldiers in the country quar- 
ily tered on the population; there is the 
ny same danger of outbreak, weather per- 
10, mitting, and there are the same massacres 
as constantly perpetrated by the rival 
ort Christian revolutionary bands. I fre- 
ut quently observe that when one Christian 
Se band massacres another it is described as 
of a regrettable incident; if Mussulmans 
m are massacred by Christians it is usually 
ire described as an act of righteous retribu- 
tion; but if Christians are massacred by 
Turks, the incident is raised to a full- 
be blown atrocity. Nearly everybody is 
rs agreed as to the actual condition of 
Til things in this part of the world, and 
difference of opinion only manifests it- 
self wnen we begin to trace responsibility. 
ly Various views prevail in this country 
i as to the degree of responsibility. There 
he are certain eccentric persons who 
ch appear to believe that the existing 
aie state of things is partly our own 
mn fault. That is a delusion which can- 
"s not be too frequently exposed. There 
I appear to be a number of people in this 
r- country who believe that we are under 
ur some peculair liability to the inhabitants 
1, of this part of the globe in consequence of 
- the Treaty of Berlin. It cannot be 
1] pointed out sufficiently irequentiy that 
our lability under that treaty is pre- 


ve tisely the same as the liability of any 
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other Power. I dismiss this theory 
at once. j 


Then there is the theory of the noble 
Earl the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who entertains the view, 
which, at all events, does credit to his 
courage, that the real reason why no 
progress has been made is on account of 
the action of the revolutionary bands ; 
and there is the third view, which is more 
generally entertained, that the whole 
fault is due to the Turkish Government 
itself. I am no admirer of the Turkish 
Government, but I always feel that that is 
a somewhat unreasonable attitude to take 
up. Let anvbodyask himself what reforms 
really mean when you are dealing with 
the Turkish Government. The Turkish 
Government, as we all know, is quite 
incapable of introducing a_ state of 
things which approaches what we are 
pleased to call reform in this country. 
Reforms in Turkey really mean that 
the Turkish Government, as a Govern- 
ment, is to be obliterated, and it stands 
to :-ason that you cannot expect a 
Government to work whole-heartedly 
for its own extinction. But the Turks 
can always plead this in excuse. They 
can say, with a certain amount of truth, 
that if they had been left to deal with 
this question alone they would have 
put things right before long. Every- 
body knows how they would have done 


it. They would have made war upon 
Bulgaria ; they would, presumably, by 
force of numbers, have crushed that 


country, and they would have devoted 
themselves to those measures of re- 
pression with which we are painfully 
familiar ; but they may say with justice 
that Europe has insisted that the ameliora- 
tion of the state of things in Macedonia 
is to be brought about, not by repression, 
but by administrative measures. 


As an administrative measure, let me 
take one example, which is supposed 
to be the one solitary suecess which has 
so far been the outcome of the Miirzsteg 
programme—I refer to the Kuropean 
gendarmere. What is a force of gen- 
darmerie for? It is organised and 
constituted to maintain order in time 
of peace. It would be a very strong 
assertion to maintain that Macedonia 
enjoys peace at all in the usual sense 
of the word, and it certainly does not 
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enjoy peace while the revolutionary 
bands are in existence. It is wrong to 
think, as some people do, that because 
a gendarmerie exists which is trained 
and organised according to European 
methods, that therefore these outrages 
have come to an end. Such a thing 
as putting an end to these revolutionary 
outrages is entirely beyond their- power. 
The whole force of gendarmerie trained 
by Europeans does not amount to more 
than 3,000 or 4,000 men all told, and 
that is a force obviously designed to 
maintain order in time of peace. In 
support of my assertion that the gen- 
darmerie is perfectly incapable of sup- 
pressing these outrages, I may point 
out that only two years ago it took 
something like 300,000 Turkish troops 
to put down insurrection in that country. 
So much for Turkish responsibility. 





I have put forward the three theories 
of responsibility which usually hold 
good in this country. I may take a 
very exceptional view, but to my mind 
the chief responsibility for the present 
condition of things does not rest with 
the Turks. Neither is it due to the 
other causes I have enumerated. It 
is directly due to the fact that in a 
moment of international aberration 
the task of restoring order there was 
entrusted to Austria and Russia. You 
might just as well hand over the property 
of an imbecile or a person of weak mind 
to two persons who were going to benefit 
by his death, and then expect that 
his property would be beneficially ad- 
ministered. I do not think that it is 
ever sufficiently realised in this country 
that it is neither the object, nor the 
wish, nor the interest, of either of these 
two Powers that order and tranquility 
should prevail in the Balkan Peninsula. 
Austria and Russia have always in the 
past shown themselves delighted to 
profit by any opportunity for aggrandis- 
ing themselves at the expense of the 
Turks, but never in my recollection, 
o1 in the recollection of anybody else, 
have they shown the smallest anxiety 
to promote good government or ameliora- 
tion of any kind in the dominions of 
the Sultan. I do not blame them in 
the least. Why should they ? 


These two Powers some years ago 
eniered into an amicable arrangement 
Lord Newton, 
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for the purpose of partitioning the Bal. 
kan Peninstla whenever a favourable 
opportunity arose. So far as we know, 
that agreement is still in existence, and 
the Miirzsteg programme is merely a pro- 
longation of the status quo ; in other words 
it is a prolongation of the present state 
of things, because that prolongation will 
enable them at some future date to in- 
tervene when it suits their convenience, 
There is a belief in this country that the 
Christians of Macedonia lead so miser- 
able an existence that they would gladly 
welcome any change of government, 
I should like to point out that the case 
of the Christians in the Balkan Penin- 
sula and in Macedonia itself is not only 
a case of oppression and misgovern- 
ment, but one of rival races who aspire, 
and legitimately aspire, to eventually 
inherit territory which now forms part 
of the Turkish Empire, and I will under- 
take to say that if anybody chose co 
ask any educated Greek or Bulgarian in 
Macedonia as to whether he would pre- 
fer to be transferred to Austrian or 
Russian territory, or to become a subject 
of one of those two Powers, he would 
at once say he did not desire anything 
of the sort. He would infinitely prefer 
to remain under Turkish rule. 


This may sound a somewhat startling 
announcemené, hut I will go so far as to 
say that I believe we may actually see 
Turks and Bulgarians fighting side by 
side against intervention by Austria ; and, 
after all, when you come to think of it, 
this frame of mind is not so ridiculous 
as it may at first appear. We all rea- 
lise that the Turkish Empire must come 
to an end some day. Personally, I am 
in no hurry to see it come to an end; 
but what these people argue to them- 
selves is this, that when the Turkish 
Empire comes to an end, as they know 
it must do some day, then will be their 
chance. They may then become the 
possessors of the territory in which 
they have so long lived and to which 
they have a just claim, but if they are 
handed over to Russia or Austria the 
position will be different. They know 
that the moment Austria or Russia sets 
foot in the country, the moment that 
their country is so occupied, all their 
hopes of independent existence are at 
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yn end. A responsible Bulgarian off- 
ial once remarked to me 

“We have seen the Russians in the Balkan 
feninsula several times already. but does any- 
ody in his senses believe that if the Russians 
ze again found in the Balkan Peninsula they 
gill not remain there permanently.” 

I should like to say one word with 
rgard to a disposition which I have 
observed in some quarters to blame the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs for not having shown 
geater energy. I do not think one 
could exaggerate the difficulty of the 
position which is occupied by the noble 
Marquess. He has, on the one side, to 
satisty sentiment in this country, because 
there are people here who really and 
honestly do sympathise with the Chris- 
tian races in the Near East. He has to 
endeavour to satisfy the sentiment of 
this country by urging reforms which 
are not only hateful to the Turks them- 
selves, but are almost equally distasteful 
to Austrians and Russians, and possibly 
to Germans. On the other hand, 
the noble Marquess is apparently un- 
able to count on any substantial 
assistance from the Western Powers. 
4 good deal of sympathy is shown 
by the Western Powers, but I cannot 
ay that I observe any concrete evi- 
dence of action. I believe there are 
acertain number of private individuals, 
loth in Italy and France, who sympathise 
vith the views entertained by my noble 
fiend and by those who act with him in 
this country, but, as a matter of fact, this 
sthe only country, as far as I am aware, 
it which sentiment plays any real part 
u the direction of foreign policy, and I 
rpeat that I see no evidence that the 
Vestern Powers are disposed to give any 
ubstantial assistance to the noble Mar- 
qless, 
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I am afraid that the Western Powers 
ve not likely to modify their attitude in 
consequence of any opinions I may per- 
ynally express, but, at the same time, 
Iventure to think that the interests of 
tis country, the interests of France, 
ad the interests of Italy, are not purely 
*ntimental interests. I do not think 
' requires much intelligence to realise 
hat it cannot be in our interests, or in 
he interests of France, and it certainly 
‘annot be in the interests of Italy, either 


fiat Austrians or Russians should obtain | threat. 
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a permanent foothold in the Balkan 
Peninsula, or that either of those Powers 
should establish themselves in the Levant. 
I maintain that as long as the present 
condition of things lasts the danger is 
always in existence, although I know 
perfectly well that the noble Marquess 
will not admit anything of the kind. 
Therefore, for my part, not for senti- 
mental reasons but for material reasons, 
I venture to hope that we shall elicit 
a statement from the noble Marquess this 
afternoon that some effort is going to 
b>» made to put an end to the undue pie- 
dominance which is now exercised by the 
Governments of Austria and Russia in 
the Balkan Peninsula, and to recover 
the collective and undivided control of 
that situation by Kurope which ought 
never to have been abandoned. 


*THe LORD BISHOP or ROCH- 
ESTER: My Lords, I think ! should have 
taken leave snvhow to say a few words 
on this important question. But Ico vo 
the more bec:use of the inevitiil> 
absence of the mot rev. Primate, who 
wished me to express his regret. 


It seems to me that there are two 


lends, as it were, at whic one might 


take up this subject. Oné is the 
condition of the population. The 
noble Lord who has just sat down has 
spoken of the monotony of these debates. 
They are monotonous, but there is more 
serious monotony in the sufferings of 
these people. This state of things con 
tinues from month to month and from 
year to vear. We have had no attempt 
this evening, and I shall make no attempt, 
to stir the feelings of the House by any 
recital of the things that have happened. 
Those incidents have not been given 
great prominence to of late in the public 
Press, but we know perfectly well that 
that does not mean that the condition of 
the population is other than one of real 
misery. We know the expedient which 
has been adopted for the preservation of 
order by the Turkish Government—that 
of declaring martial law and of quartering 
Turkish soldiery upon the villagers. We 
learn that similar armed occupation is 
organised onthe side o: the Revolutionary 
Conmi.tecs and that it not seldom 
happens that the same population are 
really subject to threat and counter 
Then we get an incident like 








1331 





The Affairs of 


which may happen. 


» That is the condition under which 


these people actually live, but there is to | 


be added the very painful element of 
apprehension. ‘There is very little pro- 
spect of the bettering of their existence. 
The worsening of it by the letting loose 
of a war upon them is, they must feel, a 
very possible contingency indeed. And 
what, my Lords, does the diplomacy of 
Europe hold out to them ¢ We are told, 
if I understand rightly, that we ought 
not to be too much disturbed on this 
matter because there is a scheme of 
financial reform in progress from which 
good results may be anticipated. We 
are told by the best students of political 
phenomena that the economy of a nation 
is the fundamental factor affecting its 
life. That perhaps isso. It may be that 
financial reform is the thing which in 
one sense is most needed by these un- 
happy provinces. But [I would ask 
whether it is in the least likely that we 
ean attach much hope to financial reform 
at this time of day, unaccon:panied by 
other measures, and the thorough 
administrative reorganisation which the 
Under-Secretary has told us is needful. 
The long and short of it is that these 
people are Jiving, and have every 
prospect of living, under what my noble 
friend the noble Marquess so sympa- 
thetically described as ‘“‘ chronic and 
grievous misgovernment that provokes 
and leads to outrage.” 


I say you might take the matter up 
from that end, but I own I am somewhat 
disposed to take it up from the other end. 
The other end is the self-respect of this 
country. There are, of course, many 
questions on which we differ. We differ, 
for instance, about the primary or singu- 


lar responsibility of England, and about | 


the relation between the events of 1878 
and that responsibility. I myself, I 
frankly own, am not convinced at all 
that this country has nov a distinctive 


responsibility in this matter. But 
we do, I think, unitedly agree that 
whether we have a singular respon- 


sibility or not, we have, along with other 

Powers, a very specia! responsibility. 

The position of Great Britain is that of a 

nation which is, through its leading 
Lhe Lord Bishop of Rochester. 
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we had recently <t Kuklish, which gives | representatives, 
us an insight into the kind of thing | 
_We have a Minister charged with this 
| particular question whose every utter- 
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perfectly clear and 
perfectly determined on this matter, 


ance has given, not merely by what he 
has said but by the way in which he 
has said it, the assurance that he cares 
about the matter and is dealing with 
it with statesmanlike prudence and 
firmness. He is the representative of 
the Party at present entrusted with the 
government of the country. If we look 
at the Opposition in this and the other 
House, we find that on this subject 
they would say all that the noble Mar- 
quess says and even more. We observe 
that they have withheld from any political 
action here, or even in the more con- 
troversial atmosphere of the other House, 
which could have the effect of showing 
that we were divided or of forcing the 
responsible Minister into words which 
might do anything to justify the present 
situation. This is the point I wish to 
urge on your Lordships. The attitude 
of the nation is clear. Yet we go on 
in this way vear afte: year, counting, 
as it were, so far as public appearances 
go, for nothing, accomplishing nothing, 
coming no nearer to our end or so little 
nearer that we cannot feel any very 
great pleasure in it. 


I remember that it was said not very 
long ago, in connection with another 
political controversy, that there were 
limits to human nature. I venture to say 
that in this matter we seem to vim ata 
virtue almost above the ordinary human 
standard. Our self restraint is so saintly 
as to be almost suspicious. We submit 
our views to Europe; those views are 
ignored, snubbed, and set aside. We 
}accept it with unfailing comtesy and 
| patience; we do not show a flicker of 
resentment; ovr temper is unruffled. 
|'That is precisely the position which 
this nation occupies in regard to the 
Macedonian question. Considering the 
European situation and the know: 
ledge that our policy is disinterested 
and humane, we ought to ask rather 
more loudly than we are asking why 
England should not have a part in 
the settlement of this matter—at least 
as much as Austria and Russia. We 
have been told that there are reason 
why these two Powers were specially 
suited to the purpose. We have beet 
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old that they were so because of their | sense a contingency that would do harm ? 


jroximity, because of their race, and 
jecause of their knowledge of the cir- 
amstances. As to proximity, of course 


ye cannot deny that we are a little further | 


of. Distance does not mean quite so 
much as it did in the government of the 
yorld, but distance is no doubt a factor 
against us. When we come to racial 


f28 Marcx 1905} 


connection, I own I am surprised that | 


that argument should be adduced. I 
suppose Whit is ment is the Slav rela- 
tionship between Russia and Bulgaria. 
But then how does that syuare with the 
warnings that what is nesded is a power 
to hold the Bulgarian and Greek elements 
in impartial check. Is not the racial 
connection precisely a disabling rather 
than an enabling factor in the case ? 
Would it not appear that a Power like 
Great Britain, which is as obviously dis- 
interested, whatever our foreign critics 
may say, as a Power can well be in a 
matter of this kind, would be better for 
the purpose. And as to knowledge of 
the circumstances, I do not think the 
noble Marquess will admit that his 
knowledge of the circumstances is in- 


Foreign Ministers of Russia and Austria. 
I do not think we have any doubt about 
the sufficiency of our knowledge of the 
sircumstances. This being the case, we 
ought to be united in a little more direct- 
ess of treatment of this matter. We 
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|The only good that it could possibly do 
| would be that it would exchange the 
miserable equilibrium of the present 
moment for something which might in the 
end, at great cost, bring some relief. 
Those of us who take the line which 
has been adopted by the noble Earl who 
raised this question, and which I have 
adopted, are very often charged with 
one-sided sympathy for Christian races, 
with casting all the reproach upon the 
Turk and representing that the races 
over which he rules are simply sheep 
without offence, upon which he inflicts 
injury; and we are told that if we really 
faced the facts we should find that the 
parties are as bad each other, 
that the differences between the 
Bulgarians and the Greeks constitute one 
of the very worst feitures of the situa- 
tion, as undoubtedly thev do, and that 
the atrocities committed by Bulgarians 
on Greeks are revolting, as undoubtedly 
they are. But all this is purely bes de 
the point. We kuow all the ficts which 
are thus brought against us. We know 


as 


ae ithe unhappy condition of these popula- 
lerior to the knowledge possessed by the | “ 


tions. We know how they hive, by 


centuries of m'sgovernment, been led to 


courses of violence. But that does not 
in the least affect our desire to see som? 


|form of solution which would bring all 


ought to treat certain points as absolutely | 


(lear. We take it as a matter of course 
that the Turkish Government is hopeless. 
We have proved that by experience. We 
ill know that Turkish diplomacy is not 
really diplomacy at all in any noble or 
‘ight sense of the word, but merely a net- 


work of obstruction. The noble Lord (Lord | 
Newton) says we all know that the Turkish | 


Empire will passaway. We know, at any 
rate, the way in which reform will come 
for these subjects and victims of its power. 
It will only come when some external 
Power, or Powers, insist that it shall 
come and see that it does. We want to 
know what we are waiting for, and when 
the case will be at all better or easier. 


Are we waiting for some horrible tornado | 
. . | 
of massacre such as from time to time | 


Stirs the heart of Europe, or are we 


waiting, which is more probable, for the | 


outbreak of war between Bulgaria and 
Turkey, which we all regard as in every 


these elements into order. I hold in my 
hand a pamphlet which has been litely 
issued by those interested in the Greek 
side of the matter, which is, of course, 
full of proof of how entirely (reek 
Macedonia is, and how objectionable and 
cruel the Bulgarians are. But when I 
come to the end of this statement I can- 
not help being struck by finding precisely 
the language used on behalf of the 
Greeks which we have been using. I 
will read an extract— 

“ The conflict of contending interests, with its 
attendant menace, must not be allowed to go on 
for ever,and the longer a settlement is delayed the 
more the dangers will increase. For humanity's 
sake Great Britian cannot be indifferent to the 
question. Human lives are at stake as long as the 
present condition of affairs exists. For purely 
| national interests it would be unwise for England 
not to concern itself.” 


Then there comes a passige which goes 
|home to me very much. It is as 
( follows— 


‘That the British Government is alive tothe 
‘importance of the question the latest Blue-book 
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proves. Is the nation alert ? A Governmentin 
a constitutional country is the mouthpiece of 
the people. No Constitutional Government will 
act in advance of public opinion. It is there- 
fore necessary for the people of England to de- 
clare their opinion.” 

It is to voice the feelings of some small 
section, a any rate, of English opinion, 
and t» appeal to the English na ion at 
large to speak more firmly : nd decidedly 
than it has hitherto done, that we take 
part in this debate. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the noble Lord 
on the bench behind me drew a some- 
what melancholy picture of an average 
Macedoniin debate in the House of 
Lords, and as far as I was able to follow 
him he reservid for the Secretiry of 
State for Foreign Affairs the duty of 
making the most depressirg and monoto- 
nous of all the depressing and monoto- 
nous statements to which the House was 
compelled on such occasions to listen. 
The statement Tam about to make may 
seem monotonous to your Lordships, but 
it shall not be entirely anima’ed by that 
feeling of resignation which the noble 
Lord attributes to all who are concerned 
in this question of Mrcedonian policy. 
Icannot,to begin with, cccept as accurate 
the noble Lord’s statement that the 
position in the Balkan Peninsula is at 
this moment precisely what it was a 
year ago. I am far from saying it is 
satisfactory, but I think I shall be able 
to show that on some points there has 
been a p rceptible improvement. On 
the other hand, it must be admitted that 
a condition of great unrest prevails in 
the country, and, although there has 
been no general uprising, there have been 
many deplorable incidents and many 
shocking crimes; and it is, perhaps, the 
saddest feature in this sad chapter of 
history that on these occasions the 
greatest sufferers are the innocent and 
inoffensive villagers, on whom too often 
the vengeance either of the Turkish 
soldiery or of the insurgent bands; is so 
ruthlessly wreaked. 


In our view it is urgent that there 
should be some improvement in this 
condit-on of things. We entertain that 
feeling on the ground of humunity, and 
also because we believe that, while the 


The Lord Bishop of Rochester, 
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condition of th: Balkan Peninsula fe. 
mains what it is, it constitutes a 
standing menace to the peace of 


Europe. So long cs the condition of 
thes: vilavets affords a pretext for 


the incursion of armed insurrectionary 
bands, so long as the attacks of thege 
band’s afford a pretext to the Turkish 
Covernment for keeping up a vast force 
of ill-d’sciplined soldiery in Macedonia, 
so long as the presence of that great 
force affords an excuse to Bulgaria for 
making military preparations which 
cannot fail to have a disquieting effect, 
so long will the Macedonian question 
threaten the peace of Europe. 


Something has been said in this debate 
as to the responsibility of this country 
for the condition of Macedonia. I have, 
at any rate, never disputed that a re 
sponsibility and a serious responsibility, 
rests upon this country. What I have, 
however, sometimes protested against 
has been the attempt to show that that 
responsibility was entirely ours, and that 
it was owing to sins of omission or com: 
mission on our part that the condition 
of Macedonia is what it is. I b-lieve 
that if there is any Power which is less 
responsible for the condition of Mace- 
donia than another, that Power is (reat 
Britain. Ever since the Treaty of Berlin 
this country has made, I venture to say, 
greater efforts than any other country 
to obtain for the European provinces 
of Turkey that measure of good govern- 
ment which was promised to them when 
the Treaty of Berlin superseded the 
Treaty of San Stefano. ‘The responsi- 
bility, in our opinion, is a collective res- 
ponsibilty, and any action which may be 
taken in con-equence of it should be not 
the isolated action of any one Power, but 
action taken either by or on behalf of all 
the Powers signatory to the Treaty of 
Berlin. 


T listened with attention to the eloquent 
speech of the right rev. Prelate. He 
spoke with warmth, and with a certain 
amount of impatience of the scant 
measure of success which has hitherto 
attended our efforts. I do not quite 
cather from him what was the moral he 
drew. Ido not know whether he went 
so far as to suggest that this country, in 
desp:ir of obtaining a more prompt 
realisation of its wishes, should separate 
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-self from the other Powers and should 
jave recourse to isolated action. I have 
jways been one of those who believe 
that, although it is conceivable that in 
the last resort isolated action might be- 
me inevitable, no greater misfortune 
wuld befall this country, or the 
furopean Powers, or, indeed, the suffer- 
ing population of Macedonia, than that 
one Power should, in defiance of the 
yishes of the rest, take upon itself single- 
handed the duty of redressing these evils. 
Iwould ask your Lordships to consider 
for a moment what the assumption of 
such a task would mean. Let us assume 
that we have formulated our demands, 
that we have in isted o1 their acceptance 
by the Turkish Government, that, if the 
Turkish Government were reluc:ant, we 
have sent our Fleet to Constantinople, 
and that, finally, our proposals have 
been accepted without further demur. 
Should we in that case really be any 
nearer to the actual accomplishment of 
these reforms? You might get your 
reform measures avcepted on paper, 
but the real difficulty is to get them 
carried out on the spot. In the cir- 
cumstances I have imagined, there would 
be way, and one way only, in 
which you could obtain the execution of 
the reforms on the spot, and that would 
be to send a British army to occupy the 
Macedonian provinces. I have only to 
isk your Lordships to consider the st:te 
of Macedonia, the magnitude of the 
nilitary forces employed in that country 
ind the adjoining countries, and then to 
isk you whether that is a task which any 
8ritish Government, or any British 
Winister, could light-heartedly recom- 
nend to their country? Therefore, my 
Lords, we did not dissociate ourselves 
‘rom the other Powers, and we gave to 
the «two neighbouring Powers that 
nandate of which so much has been said. 


one 


T understood the right rev. Prelate to 
isk why Russia and Austria were selec‘ ed 
for carrying out that mandate. ue 
right rev. Prelate suggested that they 
were singularly unfitted for the task, 
and that it might better have been 
placed in other hands. But does 
suppose that these two Powers would 
have been conteat to stand on one side 
and commit the execution of reform 
to the hands of the other Powers ? 


he 
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What was in our minds was the great 
difficulty of proceeding by means of the 
cumbrous and complicated machinery of 
the European Concert. We have had 
some experience of it in recent years, and 
in our view there was a better chance of 
obtaining what we wanted if we could 
arrange that two of the Powers should 
accept at the hans of the others the task 
we all desired to see accomplished 


South-Eastern Europe, 


Let me refer for a moment to the cir- 
cumstances in which that mandate was 
given. Your Lordships will recollect 
that two schemes of reform were pro- 
mulgated in 1903 by Ru-sia and Austria. 
In the first place, there was what was 
known as the Vienna programme which 
made its appearance in the spring of 1903, 
and that was followed in the autumn by 
the later development known as the Miirz- 
steg scheme. In February, 1903, it was 
announced by the Austrian and Russian 
Gove-nments that, in order to ensure the 
regular working of the local administra- 
tion, a budget of receipts and expendi- 
ture was to be drawn up for each vilayet 
and that the revenues of the province, 
which were to be checked by the Imperial 
Ottoman Bank, were to be assigned, in the 
first place, to the requirements of the 
local administration, including the pay- 
ment of the civil and military salaries, 
At the same time it was announced that 
there was to be an alteration in the mode 
of collecting the tithes, and the system of 
farming them out. Later tn the year 
came the Miirzsteg programms, a sipple- 
mentary scheme under which two Powers 
undertook to demand the reorganisation 
of the administrative and judicial institu- 
tions, a department in which it would be 
desirable to give access to the Christians 
of the country, and to favour the de- 
velopment of local autonomy, while the 
Powers pledged themselves to introduce 
without delay the reforms already in- 
cluded in the Vievna scheme. 


That twofold scheme scemed to us 
to provide, and I think it did provide, at 
uny rate the basis of a scheme, which, if 
properly developed, might hive been 
adopted with the best possible results for 
the Mecedonian provinces. We :ccord- 
ingly accepted it; but we eccepted it 
with the reservation that, if it failei to 
realise the ancicipations of its framers, we 
should be at liberty to suggest other and 








1339 


more far-reaching measures. We have 
never lost sight of those reservations ; we 
have constantly borne them in mind. 
Lord Newton in his speech also com- 
plained of us for placing ourselves in the 
hands of Austria and Russia, because he 
imputed to them sinister designs of terri- 
torial aggrandisement in the Balkan 
Peninsula, and suggested that it was in- 
conceivable that Powers harbouring such 
desigus could honestly and effectually 
carry out the reform of the Macedonian 
provinces. Ithink that was an unjust 
imputation on the part of the noble Lord 
and I am sorry he has made it. 





The Affairs of 


iLO 


Lorp NEWTON: It is what every- 
body believes. 


*THE Marquress or LANSDOWNE: 
I am bound to say that 
have been concerned in these ques- 
tions I have been unable to detect 
in the conduct of either of the two 
Governments to which the noble 
Lord has referred any attempt to turn 
the incidents which we are discussing this 
evening to their own selfish advantage. 
Whether they have or have not ideas 
that in the event of the breaking up of 
the Turkish Empire they might claim 


certain reversionary interests is another | 


matter. I take it that in all parts of the 
world wherever you have to deal with 
weak Powers you will find that other 
Powers, generally neighbouring Powers, 
are under the impression that they have 
a reversionary interest of that kind. 
But the point which I wish to make is 
that it is not fair to impute to the 
Austrian and Russian Gove:nments that 
they have taken advantage of the de- 
plorable state of things in Macedonia in 
order to arrive at private ends of their 
own. 


With regard to the progress which has 
been made during the past year, I think 
it is not the case that there has been so 
complete a failure as the noble Lord would 
have us suppose. In the first place, a 
good deal has been done in the way of 
repatriation, Some months ago it was 
reported to us that in the whole of 
Macedonia 20,000 out of 25,000 refugees 
had been repatriated. Only the other 
day | received intormation to the effect 
that in the Adrianople vilayet—a district 
where some of the greatest hardships 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


since I | 





RDS| South-Eastern Europe. 


1340 


have been undergone by the people—the 
extended permission which the Porte had 
granted would cover all the Adrianople 
refugees still left in Bulgaria who wished 
to return, and that there seemed to be 
a fair prospect that, with a little good 
will on both sides, one, at least, of 
the causes of complaint between Bul. 
garia and Turkey would shortly dis. 
appear. That information is from our 
Chargé d’Affaires at Sofia. Again, there 
/has been an experiment in the com. 
mutation of tithes, and the reports 
as to the thirty villages in which 
that experiment has been tried are ofa 
very reassuring description. No system 
lends itself more to oppression of all 
|kinds than the system of farming out 
| tithes, 


Then we come to the question of thegen- 
| darmerie. The noble Lord, Lord Newton, 
| poured a considerable amount of ridicule 
upon the gendarmerie, but I think | 
shall be able to show your Lordships that 
the reorganisation of the gendarmerie has 
had already some very important and 
very satisfactory results. The number 
of gendarmerie officers has lately been 
increased; there are now forty-eight 
altogether. Then gendarmerie schools 
have been opened at Salonica—a school 
for officers and a school for recruits. 
Last autumn there were 250 men in 
training and 250 more were expected. 
/ On December Ist last the first batch of 
'gendarmes were swora in before the 
| Inspector-General and the Consular repre- 
| sentatives; and I am told that general 
admiration was expressed at the manner 
‘in which these ignorant, undisciplined 
men had been turned into smart and 
well-disciplined soldiers. Then it has 
been arranged, and [ think it is a matter 
of some importance, that whenever domi- 
ciliary visits are made to the villagers’ 
houses only trained gendarmes under the 
foreign officers should be employed. 
We think that that is likely to have the 
effect of diminishing the chance of an 
occurrence Of many of the abuses of 
which so much complaint has been made. 


Besides that I have more than once 
said to your Lordships that to my mind 
one very valuable effec; of the presence of 
these gendarmerie officers would be that we 
should be able to obtain what we have so 
rarely been able to obtain—thoroughly 
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rustworthy and reliable reports as to 
ome of the incidents which are com- 
plained of. For example, ina very bad 
tase at a place called Kuklish we should 
jot have had any report at all if it had 
yot been for the presence of a Russian 
gndurmerie officer. From that officer a 
very full and complete report was ob- 
tained; and upon that report the Am- 
bassador was able to found his representa- 
tions, which I believe had a good effect, 
because a full inquiry has been ordered 
into the conduct of the troops on that 
occasion. But I can say more than 
that, because in two comparatively recent 
cases we have reports which show that the 
gendarmerie officers were actua'ly able to 
do a great deal in the way of preventing 
the perpetration of some ofthose acts of 
oppression which figure so largely in these 


reports. Here is an account of an 
occurrence in the neighbourhood of 
Vodena. A small band of komitayis was 


surrounded, the village was attacked, and 
judging from past experience it would have 
been natural to expect that the innocent 
villagers would have suffered very con- 
siderably. But what actually happened 
was that, although a barn was set on 
fire, none of the village houses were 
burned, no non-combatants were injured, 
and, although perquisitions were made 
in fourteen houses, no locting or other 
excesses took place. The Consul-General 
adds— 

“The most interesting feature in this en- 
counter is to be found in the fact that stringent 
orders had been issued by Hilmi Pasha to 
avoid any repetition of the excesses of Kuklish, 
and that the command of the troops employed 
was confided to two Turkish gendarmerie 
officers—a captain and a lieutenant—who had 
lately passed through the gendarmerie school for 
Chefs de Poste at Salonica. The manner in 
which these officers, who are the first of the 
reorganised gendarmerie to be placed in charge 
of such operations, have performed — their 
difficult task is in striking contrast to the usual 
mode of procedure, and must prove a great 
satisfaction to the foreign officers responsible 
for their training, and augurs well for the future 
success of the force.” 


1 have another case relating to the 
Village of Smol, very closely resembling 
that which I have just deseribed ; and | 
Venture to suggest to your Lordships th .t 
with that evidence before us in the early 
days of the gendarmerie it is scarcely fair 
to represent the reorganisation of that 
force and the training which officers and 
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‘men have undergone as being a negligible 


quantity. 


Lorp NEWTON: May I interrupt 
the noble Marquess? I never said any- 
thing against the gendarmerie. I merely 
said that they were much too few to put 
down the excesses committed by the 
revolutionary bands. I did not express 
any contempt for them. 


*Tue Mareurss or LANSDOWNE: 
Iam glad I misunderstoo | the noble Lord. 
T gathered from the general tone of his 
remarks that he was pouring a good deal 
of ridicule on the gendarmerie. 4 may also 
say that in the particular section of the 
country that has been put under British 
gendarmerie oflicers excellent results 
have been obtained. I may mention 
amongst other things that, owing to the 
influence of Colone] Fairholme and_ his 
brother officers, Turkish company officers 
who showed themselves obstructive have 
been deprived of their command, that our 
gendarmerie officers have been allowed 
access to the pri-ous—a most important 
point—and that they have also been al- 
lowed to be present in Court when trials 
have been proceeding. All that seems to 
me to show that, so far at all evenis as 
the gendarmerie are concerned, something 
has been accomplished in the way of 
reforms. When we remember that this 
has been done in a country distracted 
by unrest, paralysed by the excesses of 
the troops, and siturated with old race 
antipathies which existed long before tbe 
Turks went into the country, [ think we 
must feel that our efforts have not 
been entirely in vain. [should in any 
circumstances have asked your Lordsbips 
whether, this being so, it was necessary 
for us to proci:im that everything which 
has been done under the mandate had 
been a failure. 

But I am the more anxious that 
vour Lordships should not rush to that 
conclusion, because at this moment the 
two Powers, and indeed all the Powers 
concerned, are not sitting with folded 
hands congratulating themselves upon 


|that which has been achieved. It 
is admitted cn all sides that further 
reforms are necessary and should be 
undertaken at ouce. The noble Lord 


spoke particularly of the scheme of tinan- 
cial reforms which has been put forward 
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by Austria and Russia. As to that, the 
right rev. Prelate asked your Lordships 
what use it was to prescribe fi :ancial 
reforms for a country in such a grievous 
state as Macedonia. My Lords, I venture 
to tell the right rev. Prelate thit the 
condition of Macedonia never will be im- 
proved unless its financial system under- 
goes a thorough andcomplete overhauling. 
Financial reform lies at the root of all 
other reforms. You cannot expect the 
civil administration of the country to be 
properly conducted, you ecinnot expect 
the officials to be pid, vou cannot expect 
the Law Courts to be pure and honest, 
unless the finances are properly adminis- 
tered, and unless the salaries of the public 
officers are punctually paid. 


The scheme of the two Powers as to 
which the noble Earl asked me for 
information was, I think, correctly 
describel by him. Tue pivot of the 
scheme is the Imperial Ottoman Bank, 
which is to be treasurer and paymaster- 
general for the three vilayets. It is to 
receive the revenues alter the deduction 
of the obligatory charges and the expenses 
of administration, and it is t» issue the 
necessary payments. Local budgets are 
to be framed for the vilavets and sandjaks. 
Those budgets are to be approved by the 
Inspector-General and by the Bank and 
the two Powers interested—Russia and 
Austria. A general budget is to be drawn 
up by the Bank; and it is provided that 
no fresh sources of revenue are to be 
tapped, and no new expenditure outside 
the limits of the bulget is to be incurred, 
except with the consent of the two 
Powers. 



















Finally, there are to be six inspectors 
of fmance who are to be Turkish subjects 
nominated by the Bank and appointed by 
the Inspector-General. That is the out- 
line of the scheme as it has been proposed. 
It seems to us to be a scheme which con- 
tains some good features; but we have 
made no secret of the fact that it 
















very short of what is necessary, notably 
in this respect, that apparently it is 
contemplate that the Bank is only 
to receive the surplus revenues after 
such deductions and abstractions as 
the local officials may consider them- 










The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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selvis justified in making. We also 
| tike exception to the scheme on the 
grouid that it appeirs to be based 
on an assumption, about which I think 
there is a good deal to be said—namelyy 
that the mandate to the two Powers to 
deal with this all-imporiant’ quest’on is, 
as a matter of cours, to -ontinue beyond 
the expiration of the present year, when 
}it was always contemp!ated that that 
/mandate might come to an end. 


Then there is the Turkish counter. 
project, into the details of which | 
need not go, but which resembles the 
scheme of the two Powers, differing 
from it, however, in this, that while 
the scheme of the two Powers assumes 
the control of those two Powers, the 
Turkish scheme does not assume any 
external cont:ol at all. ; 





| Tue Eart or LYTTON: Will the 
| noble Marque-s say whether there is any 
| project put forward by the Turkish 
Government for raising revenues such as 
[ have referred to? 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
was coming to that. I have described 
the financial scheme of the two Powers 
and th» counter-fitancial sche ne of the 
Turkish Government. [ now come to 
another scheme, separate from those two, 
but one to which we attach great 
importance. The Turkish Goverament 
has proposed to all the Powers that they 
shou'd consent to an increase of the 
Customs duties from 8 to 11 per cent. for 
the purposes of providing the funds 
necessary for thes: Macedonian reforms. 
Now that is a proposal which I need not 
say affects this country very closely. 
Sixty per cent. of the Turkish foreiga 
trade is ours, and it would clearly 
be impossib’e that we should allow 
tha: trade to be subjected to an 
increased impost without thoroughly 
| satisfying ourselves that there was a 
| case for accepting such an additional 


! burden. 





appears to us a very imperfect project, | 
and that in certain respects it falls 


The proposal is also important for 
this reason: the two Powers have 
acreed to it upon condition that the 
| Turkish Government accept — their 
scheme of financial reform; s) that 
it becom>s mixed up with the question 
of financial reform. As to this proposed 
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increase of the Customs duties, we 
have thought it our duty to ask trom 
the Turkish Government an explana- 
‘ion upon certain points, and amongst 
them these. We desire to kaow the 
yasis of the calculation upon which these 
demands are founded. We want to 
know what are the estimates of local 
receipts and expenditure which justify 
the demand for this grant-in-aid* from 
the Customs receipts. We also think 
that some attempt should be made to 
show the Powers that the Customs 
pyenue of Turkey is administered in 
such a way as to bring to the Turkish 
Treasury the whole of the receipts which 
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a proper and effectual collection of duties | 


will produce. 
it seems to us that the case for increased 
duties loses much of its strength. Besides 


that, we have made it clearly understood | 


that, if we agree to accept this increase, 


we shall expect some of the great 


abus*s Which characterise the administra- | 


tion of the Turkish Customs, an of 
which we have for many years past 
complained, to be first removed. That 
is what we have said to the Turkish 
(rovernment in regard to their proposal 
to increase the Customs duties. But I 
am also able to tell the noble Earl that 


Unless that can be shown | 


we have made it clear to the two Powers | 


vho have put forward the scheme of 
jianecial reforms that we consider thit 
ve are entitled to have a voice in the 
ettlement of that scheme before it is 


inally approved, and I may add that | 
the other | 
| myself behind official secrecy, I have not 


ve have said the to 


Powers, 


same 


The noble Earl asked me whether I | 


ould give him any information as to a) 
tatement which he had noted in a well- | 


tnown newspaper to the effect that in 
the month of January His Majesty’s 
rovernment put forward a scheme of 
their own for the introduction of reforms. 
“hese revelations, I observe, usually 
om? tous from abroad. Whether it is 
that newspaper correspondents in other 
(countries show more enterprise or that 
public offices in other countries are less 
liscreet than they are here I do not 
tnow; but the author of this statement 
ividently must have overheard, or have 
1ad aecessto some one who overheard, 
in important conversation between 
nyself and the French Ambassador, 


[FourtH Sertes.] 
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and must have discussed the contents of 
confidential despatches which have not 
yet seen the light and which are not 
likely for the present to do so. But I 
think it is very likely that, in the course 
of my frequent discussions and conversa- 
tions with the representatives of foreign 
Powers on this subject, I may have said 
something not unlike {what the noble 
Lord has gathered froma this particular 
newspaper report; I must, however, ask 
him not to press me further upon this 
subject. It is quite clear that these discus- 
sions were confidential and _ should 
remain confidential. We believe at this 
moment that there 13 something very 
like a consensus of the Powers in favour 
of further reforms, and we earnestly 
desire to find ourselves in a position 
to co-operate with them. It would, 
therefore, be most unfortunate if these 


South-Eastern Eurcpe. 


confidential communications were to 
be divulged; and it would be even 
more unfortunate if we were to 


create an impression that, instead of 
encouraging the other Powers as we have 
done to strengthen their proposals, we 
were to embarrass them by running 
counter-proposals of our own; the exis- 
tence of which would certainly create, 
where we least wished to create it, the 
impression that the European Powers 
were divided amongst themselves, instead 
of presenting, as I hope they will, a solid 
front when they ask for the execution of 
these further measures. 


But, though I am obliged to shelter 


the slightest objection to give the noble 
Lord a general indication of the manner 
in which we regard the situation which 
has arisen. I may tell him in the first 
place that in our opinion the question has 
reached a stage when all the Powers have 
the right to make themselves heard, 
and in the next place that, so far 
as we are concerned no proposa!s will 
be regarded as satisfactory unless they 
secure to the provinces of Macedonia 
a financial system effectualiy decen- 
tralised; and I add to that that 
in ovr opinion these reforms, what- 
ever they may be, should be ex- 
tended to the vilayet of Adrianople. 
[ used an expression just now which per- 
haps I ought to explain more fully. I 
said that in our opinion no proposals 


Sok 











1347 The Affairs of 


would be satisfactory unless they involved 
the effectual decentralisation of the 
financial system of Macedonia, and T dare 
say the noble Lord would like to ask me 
what I mean by that expression. I will 
tell him. We think in the first place 
that the budget should be so framed as 
to provide adequately for all the legitim- 
ate needs of the civil administration of 
Macedonia, and we think that those re- 
quirements should be a first charge upon 


the local revenues. I mean by this 
that they should come first after 
the obligatory deductions for the 


payment of the debt and other pur- 
poses; but I do not include among the 
obligatory deductions deductions for the 
sake of keeping up the large military 
force now quartered upon the vilayets. 

In the next place I mean that the 
finances of Macedonia should be placed 
either direcily or ndirectly under Inter- 
national control; and, lastly, that 
guarantees should be provided sufficient 
to render it certain that any revenues 
which may be ear-marked jor the 
special benefit of Macedonia should 
find their way there and _ should 
not be intercepted or diverted to 
other purposes. These are the main con- 
siderations to which we attach import- 
ance; and I hope that my noble friend 
will agree with me that our voice has 
been raised in support of the cause of 
Macedonian reform, and that we have 
not accepted with that resignation which 
has been attributed to us the difficulties 
which have beset our path. We have 
urged these views, and we shall continue 
to urge them; and, although I do not 
desire to appear too sanguine, I for 
one have every hope that they will 
command the attention to which we 
think they are entitled. They have at 
all events this merit—that they are en- 
tirely disinterested, and that we urge our 
claims in the great cause of humanity and 
peace. 


*EKarL SPENCER: My Lords, I am 
sure we have listened with great interest 
to the debate which has taken place this 
evening. The noble Lord opposite, Lord 
Newton, said that a debate on this sub- 
ject in your Lordships’ House was 
always monotonous, but I do not think 
[ can agree with him in that. We have 
had great variety in the observations and 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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sentiments of those who have spoken, 
and we have heard many interesting and 
important criticisms on the policy of the 
Powers and also on the prospect of the 
success of the present scheme, T[ rise 
after the appeal of my right rev. friend 
who spoke just now to say that the 
necessity for a great change in the goy. 
ernment of Macedonia is recognised as 
powerfully on this side of the House as 
elsewhere; and I feel it a duty on my 
part, as representing my friends here, to 
join with those who earnestly press for 
the success of measures of anielioration 
in Macedonia. I wish to make a few 
remarks on what has fallen from 
the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs. I confess | 
felt that he was speaking in a somewhat 
despondent tone, and was not so san- 
guine as to the success of the measures 
adopted by the Powers as‘he had been 
on previous occasions. I do not for a 
moment sty he showed less desire for 
improvement in the government of that 
country. I think what the right rev. 
Prelate said of him is quite true, that h’s 
sentiments are disinterested, humane, 
and good for all those concerned. But | 
venture to think he did not give a very 
good account of what has been done in 
the past through the measures that have 
been undertaken by the great Powers. 
He told us that the country remained in 
unrest, and that a great part of the 
population was still paralysed by the 
excesses cf the soldiery. The instances 
which the noble Marquess gave of what 
has already been done appear to be 
merely isolated instances of improve- 
ment here and there. Take the ques- 
tion of the gendarmerie. He quoted 
two cases in which the effect of the 
gendarmerie had been very good; but 
the gendarmerie has been established in 
Macedonia for about eighteen months. 


*Tue Marauess or LANSDOWNE: 
The training only began last autumn, and 
you cannot turn out trained gendarmerit 
in a week, 


*Rart SPENCER: T| think there mus! 
have been some delay in getting the me 
trained and at work. At all events, th 
noble Marquess only gave usa few In 
stances of improvement resulting fron 
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tle gendarmerie. So far as my memory 
gtves me the number of officers was 
aignally to be sixty; but I believe the 
number is only forty-eight. They are 


{28 Ma 


not enough to deal with all the difficulties | 
4 that have to be encountered. 
Hto hear that there has been 


I was glad 


in regard to repatriation, and that 
of reform. That is a very important 
uatter, and it hasall along been proposed 
oy those interested in the question. Tam 
jot one of those who have advocated 
slated action on the part of His 
fajesty's Government in this matter. 
Vhat is done must be done by collective 
ction on the part of the great Powers. 


sho raised this discussion and the noble 


ircumstances have considerably changed 
ince Russia and Austria had the mandate 
‘rom the 
matter up. I do not wish tosay anything 
‘o hurt the feelings of Russia, but we all 


n the 


wre first dealt with; though whether 
se would desire to withdraw and 





lave some 
whee is doubtful. I think 
Marquess a little misunderstood what fell 
im the right rev. Prelate with regard 
the suggested scheme of financial 
riirm. ‘The right rev. Prelate did not 
beet to having a sound system of 
ince in these provinces. What 

merstood fim to say was, that the 
it thing necessary in order to restore 
be was to establish order and good 
ernment, and that no system of 
innee which could be devised would be 
finy avail unless it were accompanied 
good government. I feel that very 


tingly; but I agree that the propo-als | 


tleated by the noble Marquess are ex- 
vlingly interesting and may lead to 
msiderable progress. 
he views of the noble Marquess on 
evral occasions. On a former occasion, 
eactually proposed that a Christian 
bvernor should be appointed to manage 
hse provinces, 


Tur Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


san alternative. 


aca 1905} 


progress | 


Adrianople is to be included in any scheme | 


jut, unfortunately, as the noble Karl | 


lord who followed him pointed out, | 


other Powers to take this | 


other Power put in her | 
the noble | 


We have heard | 
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*Hart SPENCER: I hope that p-c- 
posal has not been forgotten, as I cannot 
help thinking that the appointment of a 
Christian Governor for these provinces 
would be one of the most effectual 
| ways of putting an end to the mischief 


|and disorder and unrest which now 
|prevail. The noble Marquess did not 


explain to us the relations between the 
| gendarmerie and the Turkish military and 
| civil authorities. That is an important 
|matter. At different times we have 
heard thit they are not on good terms, 
and that the civil and military author- 
‘ities interfere a great deal with the 
|independent and firm administration of 
| the officers of the gendarmerie put there 
by the great Powers. As I have said, I 
should be the last to press for individual 
separate action on the part of His 
| Majesty’s Government, but I do urg> 
| vigorously that the great Powers should 


do everything possible by pressure on 
Turkey to put an end to a state of things 
which is so lamentable. 


now that Russia at this moment is not | 
same position to effect the 
’ | 
sorms as she was when these matters 


THe Kart or LYTTON: The noble 
Marquess said nothing in his speech with 
reference to the issue of further Papers. 
| I should like to ask him whether, in view 
of the fact that this Blue-book, which is 
the last that has been published on this 
question, is now nearly eight months old, 
_he can see his way to give further Papers 
| on the subject. 
| 
| *THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I will consider my noble friend’s sugges- 
‘tion. I think he is fairly entitled to ask 
‘for more Papers, and I will see what 
| Papers can be presented ; but it obviously 
| would not be possible to present Papers 
|regarding any matters which are still 
under consideration between the Powers. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to 
its being suspended for that day’s sitting. 
House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven o'clock, to 
| Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 28th March, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the Borough of Brighton, 
in the room of Gerald Walter Erskine 
Loder, Esquire, Commissioner for execu- 
ting the Office of Treasurer of the Ex- 
chequer of Great Britain and Lord High 
Treasurer of Ireland.—(Sir A. Acland- 
Hood.) 


— — 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Walker 
and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed. 


Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill; Morley Corporation Bill. As 
amended, considered; to read the 
third time. 


be 


Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee— 


1. “ That, in the case of the Worcester- 
shire County Council (Bridges), Petition 
for leave to deposit a Petition for a Bill, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with. That the parties be permitted 
to deposit their Petition for a Bill.” 


2. ‘That, in the case of the Malvern 
Water, Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. 
Tuat the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 

3. “That, in the case of the Cork 
Junction Railways Bill, the Standing 
Order 66 ought to be dispensed with, 


COMMONS} 





from the Lords. 
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provided that the names of such of the r 
Companies mentioned in Clause 60 of the 
Bill as have not in the meantime held p 
meetings approving the Bill under the 9 
said Standing Order be struck out of the 9 

said Clause 60, and that proof be given 














to the Committee on the Bill that such 
of the said Companies whose names are 
not struck out of the said Clause have 
approved the Bill in the manner pre- 
scribed by the said Standing Order 66, | | 
That the Committee on the Bill do 9 Ja 
report how far such Order has been com- 
plied with.” u 

Resolutions agreed to. : 

lie 

Cork Junction Railways Bill. Report 
[this day] from the Select Committee on J) 
Standing Orders read. 

Bill ordered to be read a second time. | ™@° 

Tal 

Acton Sewage Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the | | 
Table, and to be printed. 

P 

House-letting (Scotland) Bill. Second Ie 
Reading deferred from Tuesday next til ¥ 
Friday, 7th April. 

P 
——— five 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend and define th 
borrowing powers of the Urban Distnet 
Council of Tralee, in the county of Kerry pc 
and to enable them to borrow additioul 
moneys; and for other purposes @ R, 
[Tralee Urban District Council Bag py 
[Lords]. ] 

M 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act ' 
confer further powers on the Metrg (¢ 
politan District Railway Company; 2% Jar 
for other purposes.”  [Metropolitif i E 
District Railway Bill [Lords].] py ¢ 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An 4 P 


to enable the Tyneside Tramways 2 Qo 
Tramroads Company to create and 1S geo, 
additional preference shares; and ! pmy 
other purposes.” [Tyneside Tramwa grt, 
and Tramroads Bill [Lords].] om 
or t] 

Tralee Urban District Council JJ ef th 


[Lords] ; Metropolitan District Rail 








353 Returns, 





352 ; 

i) [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and 
the @ tramroads Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
the @ tine; and referred to the Examiners of 
eld @ ptitions for Private Bills. 
the 
the 9 ae 
ven as 
uch PETITIONS, 
ale es 
wees LICENSING ACTS. 

Te: F ‘ 4 

ro Petition from Bath, for alteration of 
do | av; tolie upon the Table. 

JM 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Rothesay, in favour; to 
lie vpon the Table. 


OTE 


on LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 


OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Bourne- 
mouth; and Leicester; to lie upon the 


me- I Table. 


vith 
the SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL 
Petition from Rubery, in favour; to 
ond |? upon the Table. 


ill 
. WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Bethnal Green, 
ivour; to lie upon the Table. 


in 








Wo] RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
trict 
ITY LCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (IRELAND) 


onal (LNSPECTORS AND AUDITORS). 
es Return [presented 27th March] to be 
Bil minted. [No. 100.] 


MARRIAGES, BIRTHS, AND DEATHS 
tt (ENGLAND). 
‘tg §=6Copy presented, of General Abstract of 
af Yarriages, Births, and Deaths registered 
itil x England and Wales in the year 1904 
fy Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


A PUBLIC ACCOUNTS) (NAVY VOTES). 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
fated 25th March, 1905, authorising the 
gmporary application of Surpluses on 
ertain Navy Votes for the year 1904-5 
0 meet Excesses on other Navy Votes 
or the same year [pursuant to Resolution 
¢f the House of 4th March, 1879]; to lie 
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upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
101.] 
NAVAL WORKS ACTS, 1895, 1896, 1897, 
1899, 1901, anp 1903. 

Account presented, showing the 
amount of Money issued out of the Con- 
solidated Fund; the mode in which it 
was provided; the amount and nature of 
the Securities created in respect thereof; 
the amount of the surplus of Income 
above Expenditure for the financial year 
ended 3lst March, 1896, and the amount 
of Money expended in pursuance of the 
Acts during the year ended the 3lst 
March, 1904; together with the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 102.] 


Reports, &c. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Fiftieth Annual 
Report on the Births, Deaths, and 
Marriages in Scotland for 1904, and 
Fortieth Annual Report on Vaccination 
[by Command]; to he upon the Table. 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 

Crofters’ Commission for the year 1904 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 


Copy presented, of General Annual 
Return of the British Army for the vear 
ending 30th September, 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN TRADE AND COMMERCE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 27th March; Mr. Bonar Law]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 103.] 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON 
LABOUR. 

Address for ‘‘ Return showing the 
terms of the following resolutions em- 
bodied in the Final Protocol of the 
International conference on Labour in 
Factories and Mines, held at Berlin in 
1890, namely, Section I. 1 (a), 1 (b), 
Section III. 1 to 7, Section [V. 1 to 5, 
Section V. 1 to 5; and the degree to 
which the recommendations in each of 
the said resolutions are now carried out 
in each of the countries represented at 
that conference.”—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 











Questions. 
MINES (FATAL ACCIDENTS). 
Address for “ Return for each year 
from 1895 and for each irspection district 
of the number cf Fatal Accidents, under 
each of the headings, Haulage, Machinery, 
and Sundries, in the Mining Statistics, 
which occurred to persons employed below 
ground in Mines to which the Coal Mines 
Regulation Acts apply, distinguishing the 
fcllowirg age groups: 12 to 14, 14 to 16, 
16 to 18, 18 to 20, and above 20.”—(Mr. 
Fenwick.) 


{NQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
OF BERKS) 

Return ordered, ‘‘comprising (1) the 
Reports made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners in the result of an Inquiry held 
in every parish wholly or partly within 
the county of Berks into Endowments, 
s' bject to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1855 to 1894, and appro- 
priated in whole or in part for the benefit 
of that county, or of any part thereof, 
together with the Reports on those En- 
dowments of the Commissioners for 
inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 
1837; (2) a Digest showing, in the case 
of each such parish, whether any, and, if 
any, What such Endowments are recorded 
in the books of the Charity Commissioners 
in the parish; and (3) an Index, alpha- 
hetically arranged, of names and places 
mentioned in the Reports.” —(Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Unemployed Half-pay Colonels with Staff 
College Certificates. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can state the number of colonels 
on half-pay unemployed holding Staff 
College certificates. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The number of full colonels 
on half-pay unemployed holding Staff 
College certificates is twenty-nine. 


Contractors Struck off Government. List 
and reinstated during South African 
War. 

Captain NORTON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he can give the 


{COMMONS} 


|names of the firms previously struck of 


‘ Member privately, if he so desires. 
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the list of Government contractors which 
were restored to that list during the 
period of the late South African War. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold. 
Forster.) Three firms previously struck 
off the War Office headqnarters list of 
contractors were restored to that: list 
during the South African War. But, 
seeing that their work was satisfactory, 
I am reluctant to do them possible injury 
by stating their names in public. | will 
give them to the hon. and gallant 


Cost of Barracks built under the Army 
Corns Scheme. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what has 
been the total cost of the barracks built 
under the Army Corps scheme on 
Salisbury Plain and in other districts; 
whether those barracks will be utilised 
under the present scheme; and, if not, 
whether building operations have been 
suspended. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The hon. Member is mistaken 
in supposing that any barracks on 











Salisbury Plain or in other districts wer 
built with special reference to the Army 
Corps scheme. Owing to the large in 
crease in the artillery and_ intantrr 
during the last few years it has been 
necessary to provide considerable addi- 
tional accommodation. All these barracks 
will be required, though some of them 
may be reappropriated to units other 
than those for which they were originally 
intended. There has been no suspensioi 
of building. 













Naval Lands (Volunteers) Bill. 

Mr KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether t 
is proposed to take the Second Readin 
of the Naval Lands (Volunteers) Bil 
before the Easter recess; whether, 
seeing that it is a measure that will sav 
expense to the Volunteer force, it is th 
intention of the Government to pass i 
through its various stages without undu 
delay. 










(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It 
hoped to take the Second Reading { 
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this Bill before the Easter recess, but 
this must depend on the condition of 
business in the House. It is intended 
jo pass the Bill through all its stages 
yith as little delay as possible. 


Board of Trade Shipping Regulations — 
Reappointment of Select Committee. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor): 

To ask the Secretary to the Board oi 
Trade whether he can yet state when the 


Select Committee on Board of Trade 
Shipping Regulations will be reap- 


pointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Committee will, I hope, be appointed 
very soon. 


Cruelty to Animals—Shipping of Old 
Horses to the Continent. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he is aware that 
renewed complaints have been made to 
the Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, and to kindred 
societies in Rotterdam and Antwerp, as 
0 the condition in which old horses are 
shipped from the eastern ports of this 
ountry, and particularly from Goole and 
urimsby ; and if he will instruct the 
inspectors of the Board of Agriculture to 
‘ulfil to the letter the Orders in Council 
ind the instructions of his predecessors 
vith a view to reducing to a minimum 
the sufferings of these animals on the 
rovage, and the prevention of the export 
({ animals afflicted with actual disease. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 1 
live not received recently any com- 
nunication from the Royal Society for 
‘he Prevention of Cruelty to Animals on 
“ils subject, but my attention has been 
salled to the letters respecting it which 
aave appeared in the Field newspaper 
luring the last few weeks. It is the 
luty of our inspectors, in pursuance of 
‘heir instructions, to keep the Orders 
governing the exportation of horses 
‘ontinuously in view, and to take every 
possible means of securing their efficient 
enforcement by the local authorities. I 
do not think there is any failure of duty 
on their part in this respect. I may 
perhaps be allowed to express my entire 


{28 Marca 1905} 


Questions, 1358 
sympathy with the hoa. Member in his 
desire that the evils of the trade in 
question should be reduced to the lowest 
possible point. 


Resale of Old Chains from the Dockyards 
to the Admiralty. 

Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): To ask the 
Seeretary to the Admiralty if his 
attention has been called to the impor- 
tition into the Staffordshire chain 
making district from the doeckyards of 
quantities of chain, in such lengths as 
permit of their being easily joined to- 
gether and resold; if so, will he say if 
such a practice is a contravention of an 
existing Admiralty order; and, if so, 
whether he will take steps to have the 
order eaforced. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The hon. 
Member apparently refers to the un- 
serviceable chain sold at dockyard 
auctions. This matter was thoroughly 
investigated in 1894, and orders were 
then issued that the end links and parts 
of all chain sold were to be stamped 
about every six feet, and the stay pins 
knocked out. There is no reason for 
assuming that these instructions are not 
being properly carried out by the dock- 
yard officers. It is a practical impos-i- 
bility for old chain of this nature to be 
resold to the Admiralty, as the iron of 
which chain cables and rigging are made 
is inspected, and the chain itself is made 
under inspection. 


Premiums for Carrying Boy Sailors. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
the amount which was paid to ship- 


' owners in the shape of a reduction of the 


lighthouse dues for 4,373 apprentices 
carried by them under the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon since 1898; and what was the 
average yearly payment per head per 
boy. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
not able to state the amount paid with 
respect to the 4,373 apprentices carried 
under Mr. Ritchie’s boy sailors scheme 
up to the 18th instant, as no payments 
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during the year 1904-5. 


1903-4 was £15,653. 
to give the average yearly 


head per boy. 


Prices of Sugar in Great Britain and 
Switzerland. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade if he will state the comparative 
prices of sugar in this country and in 
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have yet been made for boys employed | 1904, September, 1904, 

The amount | 1904. 

paid from 1898 to the end of the year | 

It is not possible | 

payment per | ° 
| figures, especially as there appear to be 


refined granulated sugar in London at 
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and December, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 
are difficulties in 


There 


quoting comparable 


no public quotations of sugar prices in 
Switzerland. I give below the approxi- 
mate average wholesale prices (exclusive 
of duty) of German white granulated 
sugar in London and Berne at the dates 
named, and also the price of British 








Switzerland in December, 1903, June, the same dates :— 

| British Granulated 

| German Granulated Sugar. Sugar. 

| London. Berne. London. 

| per cwt. per cwt. per cwt. 

ee | s. d, &. @. 

Beginning of December, 1903 - a | ll 2 12 4 

: June, 1904 - - 12. 35 | 13 0 i 7 

| ‘. 
‘ September, 1904 - 132 ; 4 5 4 9 
December 1904, - 16 5 17 8 17 10 














Regulations under Section 85 of Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1889. 
Mr. MAX WELL (Dumtfries- shire) : 
ask the Lord-Advocate how 
Education Department for 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
Section 85; in how 
regulations have been approved ; and 
what is the amount of the funds: dealt 
with by these regulations, 


(Answered by Mr, Scott Dickson.) In 
166 cases regulations under Section 85 of 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 
1889, were approved by the Scotch 


| 


To) 
many | 
applications have been made to the | to be paid into the Education (Scotland) 
approval | Fund from the several sources prescribed 
of regulations made in terms of the in the Education (Scotland) Bill. 


many cases these | 
Section 31 (3) of the Bill in the hands of 


‘the Department, which amount at the 
| present time to about £250,000 in all. 


subject to the sources of revenue beirg 


| general fund after its establishment might 


Education Department, whilst in 238 | 
cases no regulations were deemed 
necessary, From the character of the 


provisions of the schemes affected by the 
Act, it is impossible to state the amount | 
of the funds dealt with by the regulations | 
which were approved, 








Education (Scotland) Fund. 
Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask the Lord-Ad- 
vocate whether he can state the amounts 









(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) There 
are certain balances, referred to in 









These will constitute the nucleus of the 
special fund referred to in Section 32; and, 







productive in the same degree as at 
present, the annual payments to the 







be expected to be, sagergescse es as fol- 
lows :-—Under Section 31 (1) (A) (about) 
£69,000; under Section :}1 (1) (B) (about) 
£60,000; under Section 31 (2) (A) 
' £60,000; under Section 31 (2) (B) (about) 
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£37,000; under Section 31 (2) (C) 
£60,000; under Section 31 (2) (D) 


(2 
labout) £225,009 ; inall (about) £509,000 


snnually, 


Memorandum on Egyptian Budget—Issue 
as a Parliamentary Paper. 

MASTER or ELIBANK (Edinburgh. 
Midlothian): Toask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
boking to the value and interest of the 
information contained in the Memoran- 
dum on the Egyptian Budget of the 
Financial Adviser to the Egyptian 
Government, he will in future issue it as 
a Parliamentary Paper. 


(Answered by Eart Percy.) It seems 
doubtful whether the demand for the 
publication is sufficient to justify the 
expense of its issue as a Parliamentary 
Paper, especially in view of the fact that 
the Memorandum is pulished in the 
Egyptian official journal, and can there- 
fore be easily obtained. 


The House of Commons Tea Room. _ 

Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak): To ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether, with a 
view to providing more accommodation 
for Members of this House, he will con- 
siler the advisability of having tea 
served in the large dining-room so that 
the present tea-room could be used as a 
newspaper and writing room. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
First Commissioner is quite ready to 
consider the matter ; but he doubts very 
much whether such an arrangement 
would be convenient for all Members of 
the House. The First Commissioner, 
moreover, hesitates to recommend an 
alteration of this character without 
receiving from Members some general 
assent to the proposal. 


Delivery of Registered Letters—Case of 
Mr. W. Josling. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that a letter sent by 
registered post from the Ilford Post 
Office on February I7th last, and 
addressed to Mr. W. Josling, Senior, 
Clarke’s Farm, Walter Belchamp, near 
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Sudbury, was allowed to be intercepted 
by Mr. W. Josling, Junior, of Fisher's 
Farm, Walter Belchamp, who destroyed 
it without its reaching the addressee ; 
and, if so, what steps he proposes to 
take in the matter as regards punish- 
ment and redress. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am 
aware of the case mentioned. The 
registered letter was delivered to the 
addressee’s representative. The ad- 
dressee, who was ill in bed at the time. 
states that he approves the action taken 
with regard to it. Ido not, therefore, 
feel called upon to take any further steps. 


Accidents caused by Motor-Cars and 
Motor-Cycles. 

Carprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will grant a 
Return of the number and nature of the 
casualties caused hy motor-cars and 
motor-cycles from June Ist, 1904, to 
March Ist, 1905, in continuation ef the 
Return granted last session. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I shall be happy to furnish 
the hon. Member with these figures for 
the Metropolitan police district, as I did 
last vear.f As I then explained. I have 
no means of obtaining them for the 
whole country. 


Privilege Leave and Furlough for Officers 
of the Indian Army. 

MASTER or ELIBANK: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
will state the regulations now in force in 
regard to privilege leave and furlough 
for officers of the Indian Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The regulations now in force were 
published in an Indian Army Order, 
dated Ist February, 1904. Under that 
Order officers of the Indian Army, and 
officers of the Indian medical service in 
militarv employ, are permitted to com- 
bine privilege leave with furlough. pro- 
vided that the total absence from duty 
on any one occasion does not exceed 
eight months, and that such combined 
leave is taken between February 15th 








t See (4) Debates, exxxvi., 141. 
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and November 15th. 
this restriction as to 
Waived, 


In certain cases 
dates may be 


Science Training of Irish National School 
Teachers. 

Caprain DONELAN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that only 
500 teachers of national schools in 
Treland have passed through a full course 
of elementary science instruction; that 
less than 5,000 teachers have attended 
the organisers’ classes and have been 
trained on the work for the junior 
standards only, and that over 8,000 
teachers have got no training whatever ; 
and will he explain why, in view of these 
facts, six of the science organisers have 
received notice that their services will 
not be required after March 31st; and 
will he say what arrangements have 
been made for the training of the teachers 
who have not as yet had an opportunity 
of attending a course of science in- 
struction; and will he call for the re- 
ports of the Head Organiser of Science 
Instruction and of the inspectors and be 
guided by their expert opinions in 
deciding as to whether or not the services 
of the science organisers at present 
employed should be retained. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) T beg to 
refer to the Answers which I gave to 
similar Questions put by the hon. Mem- 
her for West Cavan yesterdayft. I do 
not propose to call for the reports 
mentioned in the concluding inquiry. 
The consideration of these reports is for 
the Commissioners, 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Water Supply to His Majesty’s Ships 
at Malta. 

Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty whether His Majesty’s 
ships at Malta were formerly supplied 
with drinking water from the Valetta 
town reservoir v/a the naval tank at 
Corradino, and are not now so supplied ; 
and, if so, when was the change made, 
and why. 


7 See page 1205. 
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*Tue SECRETARY to rue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretymay, Sutlolk, Wood- 
bridge): No alteration has been made 
in the method of supplying His Majesty’s 
ships with water for several years past. 
The water is obtained from the aqueduct 
mains belonging to the Civil Government, 
supplemented by the rainfall on the 
Admiralty catchment areas which 
partially feed the Corradino tank. 


Str JOHN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
during the year 1904, there were many 
cases of typhoid in His Majesty's ships 
resorting to Malta Harbour. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: During the year 
1904, forty-six cases of enteric (typhoid) 
fever were admitted into Malta Hospital. 


Str JOHN COLOMB: I beg to as! the 
Secretary to the Admiralty how many 
cases of typhoid occurred during 1904 in 


His Majesty’s ships “ Venerable,” 
“Montagu,” and ‘ Arrogant,” — re- 


spectively; and how many cases ended 
fatally. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: In H.M.S. 
“Venerable” there were seventeen cases 
of typhoid fever, four ending fatally; in 
H.M.S. ‘ Montagu,” six cases and one 
death; in H.M.S. “Arrogant,” four 
cases and one death. As these Questions 
and Answers might be liable to cause mis- 
apprehension, I think it desirable to add 
that the outbreaks of typhoid in these 
ships were not due to the Malta water 
supply. The disease was contracted 
during the visits of the ships to other 
Mediterranean ports. 





Str JOHN COLOMB: Then it is not 
correct that the supply from Valetta 
ceased in 1893 ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: No, Sir. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): 
What precautions have been taken to 
prevent this occurring again ? 

*Mr. PRETYMAN: I have said the 
outbreak did not arise from the water 
supply 


Dr. HUTCHINSON: But it was due 


to some water supply. 
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The Admiralty and Internal Combustion 
ngines. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if his attention has 
been directed to the high speed attained 
by boats fitted with internal combustion 
engines; if experiments are being con- 
ducted by the Admiralty to prove the 
value of boats so fitted for naval pur- 
and if he can state the nature and 
results of such experiments. 


poses . 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The reply to the 
first and second parts of the hon. Mem- 
Ler’s Question is in the affirmative. With 
regard to the latter part, the experiments 
are not sufficiently advanced to enable a 
decision to be arrived at as to the 
yeneral suitability of this type of engine 
for naval purposes. : 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that foreign Govern- 
ments are taking up this question 
seriously ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, Sir. 


Welsh Steam Coal Supplies. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the diminution of the supply 
of Welsh steam coal, the Board of 
Admiralty are taking any, and, if so, 
what steps to find a suitable substitute 
for coal for use in the Royal Navy. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The Report of the 
Coal Commission indieates no such 
diminution in the available supply of 
Welsh steam coal as to necessitate the 
use of any substitute. Experiments are, 
however, being conducted with oil fuel. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Are the Board of Admiralty taking any 
steps to have a duty placed on the export 
of this steam coal ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: No, Sir. 


Shipbuilding by the Great Powers. 


Str GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty how many battleships have 
been laid down in Great Britain, France, 
Germany, and Russia in the period 
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1900-4 inclusive, up to the autumn of 
1904, when the present Navy Estimates 
were framed; what battleships had been 
sanctioned but not laid down in the four 
countries when the present Navy Esti- 
mates were framed; have any additional 
programmes for building battleships been 
brought forward or sanctioned in France, 
Germany, or Russia beyond what were 
under consideration when the Navy 
Estimates were framed ; and, if so, what 
are those programmes. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The number of 
battleships laid down in the period 
1900-4 inclusive in Great Britain was 
thirteen; France, six; Germany, ten; 
Russia, six. The number sanctioned but 
not laid down, in November, 1904, was— 
Great Britain, two; France, nil; Russia. 
three; Germany, two each year 1905 to 
1909 inclusive, one each year 1910 to 
1912 and 1914 to 1916, and two each 
year in 1913 and 1917. No additional 
programmes for battleships have been 
brought forward since November, 1904, 
by France or Germany. A large new 
Russian shipbuilding programme is known 
to be under consideration, probably ex- 
tending over a series of years, but the 
extent or date of commencement is not 
known. 


Highland Regiments. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): ! 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is proposed to group other 
Highland regiments, besides the High- 
land Light Infantry, with Lowland regi- 
ments, to divest them of the kilt, and to 
quarter them in depots in the Lowlands 
of Scotland, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Arvotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) : No, Sir. 


Highland Light Infantry Headquarters. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state for what 
reason the Highland Light Infantry is 
grouped with Lowland regiments, andl 
quartered at Hamilton in the Lowlands of 
Scotland instead of in the Highlands. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Hamilton 
has been selected as the best headquarters 
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for the group of Lowland regiments. The | 
Highland Light Infantry have been at | 
Hamilton since 1881. There would not, | 
therefore, appear to be any sound reason | 
for removing them from Hamilton. | 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: Are there no places in the | 
Highlands where the headquarters could | 
be situated ? | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Very few. | 


Belfast Army Forage Contracts. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) : [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that, in 
September last, on the military authori- 
ties in Belfast inviting tenders for the | 
supply of forage for all the military | 
stations in the Belfast district, including | 
Belfast, Dundalk, Athlone, and Belturbet, 
these contracts were, in each case, given 
to one Belfast company, Cullen, Allen, | 
and Co., at prices for hay, oats, and straw 
from 20 to 53 per cent. higher than | 
various traders, who had each of them | 
at different times discharged forage con- | 
tracts with satisfaction, had tendered | 
for the contracts thus entailing loss of 
public money, and that Cullen, Allen, and 
Co. handed the contracts for Belfast thus | 
obtained to one of the local traders who 
had tendered himself unsuccessfully, and 
have allowed him even higher prices than | 
the prices at which he tendered to the 
military authorities, at the same time 
obtaining for themselves about 25 per | 
cent. profit, and have likewise farmed out | 
the other contracts to local traders; if 
so, will he say what explanation, if any, 
have the War Oitice authorities to give 
of these contracts, which are still in 
existence ; and whether there will be an 
immediate investigation into the cireum- 
stances under which these contracts were 
made. | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: These 
contracts were, as usual, made by the 
General Officer Commanding, and were 
duly reported to and approved by the 
War Office. Messrs. Cullen, Allen, and | 
Co. state that they did not sub-let any of 
the contracts, and that the business at 
Belfast is conducted by their own staff. 


Mr. SWIFT MACYEILL: Did this | 


firm’s tender exceed the other tenders | 
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by from 20 to 33 per cent., and if so, why 
was this preference given 4 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I must 
ask for notice of any further Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But will 
there be an investigation, or will the right 
hon. Gentleman’s connection with the 
eity prevent that @ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Life of Field Guns. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that the 
average life of a field gun is about 2,000 
rounds, he can state what number of guns 
now with our batteries are practically 
useless owing to the rifling having become 


| defective; and whether it is proposed to 


issue these guns to the Volunteers as soon 
as the batteries have been ze-armed with 
new quick-firing guns, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
no guns now with the batteries which 


|are useless owing to the rifling having 
become defective. 


All field guns are 
examined after every 150 rounds, and 
when the rifling is worn to such an extent 
as to render the guns unserviceable they 
are condemned. As regards the Volun- 


teers no guns would be issved to them 


except such as are in a serviceable con- 
dition. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): May I ask the number of years 
represented by 2,000 rounds ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Tam afraid 
I cannot answer that Question. It all 
depends on circumstances. 


Reserve of Guns and Ammunition. 

Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if hecinstate 
what was the reserve of field guns and 
the supply of reserve gun ammunition at 
the close of the year 1899, and what 
supply of each we have at the present 
moment; also what percentage of the 
number of guns actually with our batteries 
is considered adequate for the reserve; 
and when, according to existing arrange- 
ments, the reserve will be complete. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I have 
already informed the hon. Member, I am 
not prepared to publish information con- 
cerning the state of our reserves. As 
regards the information ‘for the close of 
the vear 1899, I would refer him to a 
Minute of Sir H. Brackenbury on this 
subject, dated December 15th, 1899, 
which will be found in Appendix E. to 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
the South African War (page 278). 


Captain NORTON: But can the right 
hon, Gentleman not say what percentage 
of the number of guns actually with the 
batteries is considered adequate for the 
reserve ? And when will the reserve be 
complete ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The re- 
serve of the guns is being manufactured 
with the service guns. I think it will 
be admitted that a proper standard is 
maintained. 


Captain NORTON: Will the reserve | 


he complete in three years. 
[The Answer was inaudible. ] 


Berehaven Defences. 
*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War whether he | 


will state what meaning is to be 
attributed to the phrase naval ports on 


pige 18 of his Memorandum; what is | 
the present condition of that portion of | 
Berehaven which has | 


the detences of 
hitherto been supervised by the Royal 
Engineers afloat; whether it has been 
handed over to the Navy; and whether 
the units of Militia garrison artillery 
intended for the defence o* Berehaven 
021 mobilisation are among those for 
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supervised by the Royal Engineers 
afloat is now being prepared for transfer 
to the Navy. The reply to the last part 
of the Question is in the negative. 


Volunteer Rifle Ranges. 


*CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): On behalf of the ho.. 
Member for Deptford, I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War how many 
new rifle ranges for Volunteers have 
become availible during the years 1902, 
1903, and 1904, respectively, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The num- 
bers are as follow:—In 1902-3, 43; 


1903-4, 52; 1904-5, 33. 


Gibraltar—Inspection by Foreigners. 


Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what regulations and restrictions exist as 
'to showing the Fortress of Gibraltar to 
distinguished foreigners who visit the 


Rock. 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will my 
hon. friend kindly refer to the King’s 
Regulations, Appendix V., where he wiil 
find full instructions with regard to 
|admission to the national defences / 
| Within those instructions the General 
Officer Commanding concerned has full 
| powers of discretion. 


Promotion of Second Lieutenants. 

CoLoNEL LONG (Worcestershire, Eve- 
sham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether second lieutenants 
'in the Royal Engineers are being pro- 
|moted on much shorter service than 
isecond lievtenants in the infantry; and 
whether he can do anything to equalise 
'the promotion in the two services, 


which recruiting has been stopped on | 


the ground that the retention of the | 


units is under consideration. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The phrase 
naval ports as used in the Memorandum 
on Army Estimates is merely intended to 
express those more important ports used 
by His Majesty’s Ships where the Navy 
were prepared to take over the sub- 
marine mines and their appliances. As 


regards Berehaven, the portion of the 
defences 


which has _ hitherto been 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: = The 
average rate of promotion of second lieu- 
‘tenants in the Roval Engineers for the 
vear 1904 was only two months more 
rapid than that in regiments of Infantry 
lof the Line, which was two years nine 
jand a-half months. The normal rate in 
'the Roval Engineers is three years, but 
this was reduced to two vears seven and 
three-quarter months in 1904 bv the 
fact that the reduction of service for 
| promotion to captain from eleven to 








1371 Quest’ons. 





vacancies in the 
This acceleration is 


nine years caused 
lieutenants’ ranks, 
merely temporary. 


Essex Rifle Ranges. 

Stir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether land at Aveley, Essex, 
has been acquired for ranges at from £100 
in one case, to £170 per acre in the other ; 
and will he say why land in Essex, which 
usually sells for £10 to £15 per acre, was 
not bought for the War Office. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The se- 
lection of a site for extensive ranges for 
the use of Metropolitan Volunteer Corps 
has proved a matter of great difficulty, 
and while no doubt land can be procured 
in Essex at the prices mentioned, it has 
not been found possible to obtain large 
tracts suitable for the purpose or within 
easy access of London so cheaply as my 
hon. and gallant friend supposes. The 
prices paid were determined by arbitra- 
tion, and the figures given in the Ques- 
tion are approximately correct. 


Str CARNE RASCH: I hope the next 
time the right hon. Gentleman wants to 
buy land he will inform me. There 
are many who will be glad to accom- 
modate him. 


Middleburg Electors’ Register—Soldiers as 
oters. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that the soldiers in camp at Middleburg 
are being placed on the register of 
electors in that district of Cape Colony ; 
and whether it is the usual practice for 
soldiers to thus take part in the political 
affairs of self-governing colonies in which 
they may be temporarily resident for 
garrison duty. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I understand 
that British soldiers in Middleburg are 
being placed on the register of electors. 
They are registered as voters according 
to the laws of a self-governing colony 
with which in this matter I have no right 
and no desire to interfere. 
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German Railway to Lake Tchad—British 
Railway in Northern Nigeria. 

Mr. HEKBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether an Act has been passed by the 
Reichstag of the German Empire for the 
construction of a railway through tie 
Cameroons to Lake Tchad; and whether 
His Majesty’s Government propose to 
construct a light railway from the Niger 
to Zaria in order to develop the cotton- 
growing industry and the general trade 
of Northern Nigeria, and with a view to 
the continuation of such a riilway to 
Kano and ultimately to the Lake Tchad 
region, 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no in- 
formation as to the German railway 
beyond the statement which appeared in 
the Press on the 24th instant, to the 
effect that His Imperial Majesty had 
signed a Bill for the construction of a 
railway from the Cameroons to Lake 
Chad, and that a sum equivalent to 
£650,000 was required for the first 100 
miles. A survey for a railway from the 
Niger to Zaria was completed last year, 
but no decision to construct such a rail- 
way has yet been taken. 


Indian Police Force Reorganisation. 

Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
a scheme of reorganisation of the police 
force in India as an armed force has 
been adopted; and, if so, will he state 
whether this is the result of a recom- 
mendation by the Police Commission or 
by the military authorities; also what 
number of men are to be so armed, and 
whether they will have to undergo any 
special training ; and what is the estimate 
of the additional cost of such reorganisa- 
tion; and further, whether his sanction 
has been given to the scheme, and if he 
will lay upon the Table of the House 
all Papers and correspondence between 
himself and the Government of India 
bearing on this subject. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild 
ford): No new principle affecting the 
training of the police force in India in 
the use of arms has been adopted in 
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the reorganisation of the force; but 
principles laid down in 1860 and 1889 
have now been reaffirmed as a result of 
the inquiries made by the Commission. 
The military authorities have of course 
heen consulted. The exact additional 
ost of the reorganisation has not vet 
seen reported tome. I hope shortly to 
receive from the Government of India 
Papers which will include a full summary 
of the decisions arrived at after corres- 
pondence. I propose to lay this summary 
with the Report on the Table. 


British East Africa—Zionist Settlement. 

Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether a concession of, 
or option over, a tract of land in British 
East Africa has been granted to the 
Zionists; if so, what is the position and 
the acreage of the concession or option ; 
what are the terms and conditions of the 
atrangement with the Zionists; who are 
their representatives; and whether, in 
view of the present policy of the 
Department, he will refuse to grant large 
concessions or options of land in East 


Africa to a private community or 
association. 
Tue UNDER - SECRETARY oF 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.) : No further step 
has yet been taken in regard to the 
allotment of land to the Zionists. Weare 
awaiting the Report of the Commission 
which is now on its way home, and, as 
I stated last year, the correspondence 
will be laid before a final decision is 
arrived at. 


Russia and Contraband of War. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): 1 beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affuirs 
when he proposes to issue further corres- 
pondence on the subject of contraband 
of war, in view of the fact that the recent 
Parliamentary Paper (Russia No. 1, 1905) 
contains no correspondence subsequent 
to October, 1904; if any moditication 
of the attitude of the Russian Govern- 
ment on the subject has been notified ; 


and, if not, whether His Majesty's 
Government is continuing to make 


representations on the subject. 
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Eart PERCY: The correspondence » 
which has taken place since October 
relates only to the claims presented by 
His Majesty's Government. No ground 
of complaint against the action of the 
Russian naval authorities has arisen 
subsequent to the issue by the Russian 
Government of the supplementary 
instructions referred to page 26 
of the correspondence already lid. 


on 


Russian Fleet off Madagascar. 

Mr. MAJENDIE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he has any official informaticn 
about the duration of the stay of the 
fussian Fleet in the territorial waters 
of Madig isear. 


HARL PERCY: 


negative. 


The Answer is in the 


Canadian Government's Age Guarantee 
for Whisky. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has yet received a full report 
from the Colonial Office as to the practice 
of the Canadian Government in granting 
certificates, on the payment of a small 
stamp duty, to distillers and merchants 
endorsing the age guarantee affixed by 
such traders to pot-still whiskies bottled 
in bond, as the Excise officers know by 


the official books the exact time such 
whiskies have been in Government 
custody; and, if so, whether, in the 


interest of the trade, the public health, 
and increase of the revenue, he will in- 
struct the Excise authorities to adopt a 
similar practice in these countries. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.):.No, Str. I have not 
vet received the report which I have 
asked for from Canada. 


Outstanding Exchequer Bilils. 

Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what is the total of Exchequer Bills out- 
standing at the present time. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: [ 


think, asI said yesterday in answer to the 
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hon. Member for North Manchester, that | underground pipes is complete to Glas- 
statements relating to the Unfunded Debt | gow. The cable will be drawn in along 
which are issued at different dates cause | the whole of that line during the year 
great inconvenience and are apt to mis- | 1905-6, I shall not be in a position to 
lead. J will therefore ask the hon. Mem- | extend the underground line to Edin- 
ber to await the delivery of the Budget | burgh at present, but there will be little 
Statement. If the details I then give | chance of serious interruption of com- 
respecting the National Debt are in- | munication with that city when Carlisle 
sufficient, I shall be happy to supplement | and Glasgow, which have a number of 
them. independent lines to Edinburgh, are both 
on the main underground system. 
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Promotion by Seniority in the Civil 
Service. City of London and the Licensing Com. 
Carraty NORTON: I beg to ask pensation Fund. 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
can state why the usual practice of | | the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
recognising seniority in the case of | partment whether, as the € itv of London 
preferments in the Civil Service has | is only calling up, under the Licensing 
been departed from recently in the | Act, 1904, one-fourth of the possible com- 
case of an appointment to a checking pensation fund, he will take steps, by 
allowance in the Statistical Department, | legislation or otherwise, to enable the 
Custom House, in which an assistant | City to collect the whoie fund provided 
elerk was preferred over the heads of by law, and devote it to the extinction of 
nineteen of his colleagues, against nearly liquor licences in the county of London. 


all of whom no charge of official incom- arenes , ae 
petency had been made; and whetherhe| *THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
will see that due regard is, in future, | THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr, Akers. 
accorded to the traditional claims of | DouGLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): No, 
Sir, Ido not see how it would be justi- 


sen‘ority. 4 ; A 
fiable under the Licensing Act, 1904, to 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | impose charges on the licences in one juris- 
vue TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- | diction for the purpose of extinguishing 
pis, Derbyshire, W.): Checking allow- licences in another jurisdiction. 
ances are assigned to those officers who, 
in the opinion of the Board of Customs, | 
are the most competent for the work to | 
be performed. It was in accordance with | 
this principle that the appointment 
referred to was made. 





| Valuation for Compensation Purposes of 
Licensed Premises. 


»- LYELL (Dorsetshire, 8.) : Theg to 
| ask i Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether any statistics are 
| being collected whereby the value for 

The Underground Cable to the North. |©°mpensution purposes of _ licensed 

Sin ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, | Premises may be determined, cal-u'ated 
S.): L beg to ask the Postmaster-General | 5 if the licence were subject to the same 
if he will state what progress has been conditions of renewal as were applicable 
made up to the present time with the | immediately naar the passing of the 
underground cable to Edinburgh and | Licensing Act of 1904. 
Glasgow on the Scottish side of the] *Mp. AKERS-DOUGLAS: So far as I 
border; what further progress he pro-/ am aware, the Answer is in the negative. 
poses to make during the present year ; . 
and when he expects that the work will Metropolitan Police: 
be completed. Mr. FISON (Yorkshire, W.R., Don- 
caster): I beg to ask the Secretary o? 

THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord | State for the Home Department what is 
StanLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) :| the total number of Metropolitan police, 
With the exception of a small section | including pensioners, available for 
where there has been some difficulty owing | immediate duty ; and how many assaults 
to differences with the road authorities | were committed against policemen in 
--now fortunately settled—the line of} London during 1903 and 1904. 
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*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The strength 


of the Metropolitan Police Force is 16,877. | 


Pensioners are not liable for any duty. 
During the year 1905, 2,683 assaults were 
committed against Metropolitan police- 
men, While the number so committed 
during 1904 was 2,749, 


Royal Commission on London Locomotion. 

Str MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the means of locomotion and 
transport in London has completed its 
deliberations, and when its Report is to 
be issued, 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I regret that 

I cannot at present add anything to the 
Answer I gave to the hon, Member for 
Christchurch on March 2\st,f viz., that 
the Committee are now engaged in pre- 
paring their Report and I cannot say 
when it will be presented. 


Approaches to Parliament Buildings. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
can see his way to make representations 
fo the local authorities to avoid, as far as 
possible, extensive road repairing at the 
pproaches to the Houses of Parliament 
luring the session. 


*Mr. AKERS -DOUGLAS : I have 
ommunicated with the London County 
ouncil and the Westminster City 
Mouncil upon this matter, and [ am 
ssured that all repairs to the approaches 
o the Houses of Parliament shall, as far 
s possible, be performed out of session. 
he work which is at present being 
xecuted is stated to be necessary for the 
ublic safety. 


London Police and Alien Languages, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
on): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
nembers of the Metropolitan Police 
Force who are acquainted with the 
Jiidish-Deutsch and other foreign tongues 
will be placed in a more favourable 
position when eligible for promotion 





t See page 650. 
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than members of the force who are only 
acquainted with their native tongue. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The ques- 
tion of promotion in the Metropolitan 
Police Force is one which must be left 
entirely to the discretion of the Com- 
missioner, who may be trusted to con- 
sider in every case the qualifications and 
disqualifications of those concerned. 


Cultivation of Sugar Beet in England. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether there have been 
any experiments in the cultivation of 
sugar beet in England; if so, what have 
been the results of such experiments ; 
whether they have been such as to cause 
the Board of Agriculture to form an 
Opinion as to whether the cultivation of 
sugar beet can be profitably undertaken 
in this country. 


*THE PRESIDENT ort xe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Arttwyn 
FELLOWEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
Several experiments in the cultivation of 
sugar beet have been carried out in this 
country, and, so far as they go, it would 
appear that the yield compires favour- 
ably, both as to quality and quantity, 
with that obtained in Germany. The 
information in our possession as to the 
commercial results of the cultivation of 
sugar beet is much too meagre to enable 
me to say that its growth could be pro- 
fitably undertaken here, but we will keep 
the matter in view and issue from time 
to time such information respecting it as 
may be available and likely to be of 
service to farmers 


Mr. BRIGHT: Are 


being continued ? 


the experiments 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Yes, 
Dr. Stein and several landowners in this 
country and in Ireland are continuing to 
cultivate sugar beet. 


Weather Forecasts for Farmers. 
Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he proposes to issue 
during the present vear the daily 
meteorological reports for the guidance 
of farmers. 


3B 
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*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: As my | 
hon. friend may be aware, arrangements | 
were made in 1895 and 1894 for the 
experimental exhibition at telegraph 
stations in certain parts of the country 
of the daily weather forecasts issued by 
the Meteorological Council during the 
hay and corn harvests. It was found, 
however, that the areas to which the 
forecasts apply were too wide to allow 
of anything like close accuracy in any 
particular locality, and the experiment 
-was therefore abandoned. The Meteoro- 
logical Council recently established a 
special service of afternoon forecasts 
during the summer months for the 
benefit of agriculturists, and they will 
telegraph these forecasts each day to 
any persons who will pay the cost of 
the telegrams. I may add that the 
expense of the arrangement suggested by 
my hon. friend is considerable, and J am 
afraid that there is no prospect of my 
obtaining the necessary funds for the 
purpose unless a very strong case for the 
proposed service can be made out. 





Questions. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): Has the right hon. 
Gentleman ever studied the methods by 
which meteorolegical notices are dis- 
tributed in Canada and the States by 
placing them on trains, so that the 
farmers in the districts through which the 
trains run may know what weather to 
expect ? 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: 
make some inquiry as to that. 


I will 


Board of Trade Shipping Regulations — 
Select Committee. 
Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether he can yet state when 
the Select Committee on Board of Trade 
Shipping Regulations will be re appointed. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
The Committee will, I hope, be appointed 
very soon. 


Underfed School Children—Johanna 
Street School. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
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whether the Lambeth Board of Guardians 
have made inquiries into the cases of ill- 
fed children in the Johanna Street School, 


THE PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY To tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witttam Anson, Oxford University): 
I understand that inquiries have been 
made, but I have no official information 
on the subject. 


St. Joseph's School, Nymphsfield. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion whether he is aware that, in the 
months of May and June, 1904, notices 
were given for the provision of two new 
public elementary schools in the village 
of Nymphsfield, under Section 8 of the 
Act of 1902; that the county education 
authority issued the notice in May to 
take a transfer of an existing Church of 
England school with twenty-two scholars, 
and that the managers of St. Joseph’s 
Catholie School, with fifty scholars, issued 
the notice in June; that St. Joseph’s 
School had been certified efficient for 
more than three vears, and had been 
conducted in accordance with the provi- 
sions of Section 7 of the Elementary 
Education Act of 1870; that appeal; 
were lodged against both proposals ; anc 
can he state why the Board of Educatiorp 
decided that the school with twenty-tw« 


children was necessary, and that gth@ 
now 


school with fifty children was 


necessary. 





Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I may poin-§ 


out to the hon. Member that of the fift' 
children attending the 
School, twenty are Roman Catholi- 
children from other parts of Englan« 
who are temporarily boarded out ir 
Nymphsfield, seventeen are Protestants 
while only thirteen are  indigenou, 
Roman Catholics. The Board considerec 
that, in view of the fact that the large 
majority of the children living it 
Nymphsfield are Protestants, a Catholu 
school would not best meet the require. 
ments of the place. It is clear that only 
one school is required. 


Press Marks for the Members’ Libraries. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, S.): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
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Commissioner of Works, if arrangements 


Questions. 








ill- # can be made to place legible letters indi- 
ool. cating rooms and numbers on book-cases 
_ — and shelves, commonly called _ press 
tE- FT marks, in the Members’ Libraries. 
ON 
y): Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
en fF (Chorley): This matter is receiving atten- 
102 Ff tion. 
Ventilation of the House of Commons. 
Sir ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
to § W.): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
ca- Ft Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
the J jaissioner of Works, if it is proposed to 
ces I carry out certain suggestions made by 
ew ff Dr. M. H. Gordon in his recent Report 
age on Ventilation in the House of Commons; 
the 9 and if these recommendations are in any 
on F way incompatible with. er superseded by, 
to the scheme of ventilation now in use. 
| of 
ss Lorp BALCARRES: The reply to the 
W's 7 first paragraph is in the affirmative: the 
ied recommendations are intended to improve 
h’s | the system now in use and are not 
for incompatible with it. 
en 
vi- Scottish Medical Officers of Health. 
ary Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
aly § Advocate if he will state the names of 
nk the six counties in Scotland where the 
ior # medical officers of health engage in 





general or consultative practice; and 
will arrangements be made for such 
officers to give their whole time to 
the duties of their office when fresh 
appointments are made. 
















*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
' Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
-hames of the counties are Bute, Forfar, 
| Haddington, Orkney, Zetland, Ross and 
_ Cromarty. Since 1901 it has been a 
| necessary condition of participation in 
| the Sanitary Offivers’ Grant that a county 
- medical officer shall not engage in general 
) private practice. 












| New Scottish Fishery Board Cruiser— 
q The “ Freya.” 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
| Advocate, in view of the fact that, 
‘shortly after the assembling of the 
present Parliament, the then Secretary 
for Scotland stated, in reply to a 
memorial from Seottish Members, that 
in order to purchase an additional Fishery 
Board cruiser he proposed to save moneys | 
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out of funds at his disposal for fishery 
purposes, have any such funds accumu- 
lated; and, if so, to what extent. 


Q vestions, 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Funds were 
accumulated in the manner indicated by 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh and a new 
cruiser, the “Freya,” was built and 
launched last year. 


Protection of Scottish Fisheries. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, in view of the fact that the 
sum of £15,000, placed at the disposal 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland in 
terms of Section 2 (3) of The Local 
Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1898, 
for marine superintendence, is stated 
to be wholly absorbed, will he state 
from what source he proposes to obtain 
funds for the purchase of an additional 
cruiser required for the protection of 
the interests of the line fishermen from 
the depredations of illegal trawlers. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Seeretary 
for Scotland does not propose to purchase 
an additional cruiser, as the funds at 
the disposal of the Fishery Board will 
not at present admit both of purchase 
and maintenance of another vessel. 


Extraordinary Traffic on Roads. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
prepared to introduce a Bill assimilating 
the law in Ireland with that of England 
in reference to extraordinary traffic on 
roads, as dealt with in The Highways end 
Locomotive (Amendment) Act, 1878, The 
Locomotive Act, 1898, and The Loco- 
motive Act, 1861. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8S.) : 
I am unable to give any undertaking to 
introduce legislation on this subject in 
the present session. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): Before the law is altered, 
will inquiry be made as to the state 
of the roads ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not sure 
that an inquiry is necessary. The Ques- 
tion asks if lam prepared to assimilate 
B 2 
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the law in the two countries. As to the 
necessity of that there can be no dispute. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON: But the 
right hon. Gentleman has altered the law 
in England. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. We 
are discussing totally different things. 
The Question refers not to motor-cars 
but to the power of local authorities to 
make special charges upon the users of 
heavy engines on their roads. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON : [beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. He has 
altered the law in England and Scotland. 


Irish Education Board—New Rules. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Commissioners of National Education has 
been drawn to the fact that the new rule 
with reference to the instruction of 
children under eight years of age will 
deprive many assistant male teachers of 
their positions, and by reducing the 
average attendance will render insecure 
the position of others; that it will also 
result in many cases in reducing the 
grade of principal teachers of small 
schools and in debarring them from 
future increments; and whether, in view 
of the objections to the rule on the part 
of the managers, the teachers, and the 
general public, and of the inconvenience 
which it will cause, he will have the rule 
suspended until fuller inquiries will have 
been made. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg also to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now say, in the event of proposed new 
Rule 127 (b) being put into force by the 
Commission of National Education, 
how many assistant national teachers 
will be thrown out of employment ; what 
amount will be saved to the Treasury by 
the depression in grade which a number of 
principal teachers must undergo; and what 
has been the pratice heretofore adopted 
by the Commission in regard to vested 
rights of teachers when a new rule 
aftecting average school attendance has 
been put into force. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners are unable to anticipate the 
effect of this rule. I have already stated 
that the Commissioners will, on applica- 
tion of the manager, specially consider 
any case in which the enforcement of the 
rule would lead to the loss of an 
assistant teacher. The Commissioners, 
when modifying their rules, always 
endeavour to safeguard what may be 
regarded as the vested rights of teachers, 
It is not intended to put the new rule 
into operation for some time. 


Mr. FLYNN: What is the saving to 
the Treasury, and what is the eifect of the 
rule on the interests of the teachers / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say 
what the saving to the Treasury is, but 
the Commissioners have safeguarded the 
interests of the teachers. 


Charge against a Borrisnoe Emergency 
Man. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, is he 
aware that on the night of 3rd Octcber 
last an emergency man named Denis 
Connolly, of Borrisnoe, was caught in the 
act of stealing cabbage from the hagyart 


of Daniel Greed residing near the same 


place; that he was accompanied by 
Constables Neary and Buckley; that 
Constable Buckley subsequently asked 
the Greeds to say nothing about the 
occurrence, and, on being refused, 
threatened them; that, a few days later, 
Head Constable Fallon came to the 
Greeds, and under the pretext of an in- 
vestigation obtained from Cornelius Greed 
a statement of the facts; and that the 
magistrates at the trial, where Connolly 
pleaded guilty, expressed their opinions 
that these constables should have beer 
brought forward as witnesses, and for 
their production adjourned the trial for 
a fortnight; and, if so, will he say what 
order was subsequently made in the case 
ol Connolly, were the constables produced 
at trial, was any investigation held, and 
where are those constables stationed at 
present; and will he take steps to hold 


an investigation into all the facts of the’ 
cise. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: TI have not 
had sufficient time to examine the papers 
in this ease, which only came before me 
to-day. Perhaps the hon. Member will 
defer the Question till Thursday. 


Irish National School Teachers. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he can state what pro- 
motion in grade was given to those 
national teachers trained in 1899 and 1900 
who were classed first of second on 
entering the training college, and who 
passed the examination in 1900; and 
whether all the teachers so classed on 
entering were thus promoted. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Every case 
was dealt with on its merits. In some 
the teacher was promoted in 
grade; in others he received the equiva- 
lent of one or more increments of good 
service salary without any promotion in 
grade. 


cases 


Mountmellick Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. DaLANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that Sergeant 
Fitzsimons, Mountmellick, acted on last 
Court day as petty sessions clerk; and 
whether, in view of the fact that Fitz- 
simons Was prosecutor in several cases at 
the same sessions, he will state who is 
responsible for the appointment and 
whether it is to continue. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The clerk of 
petty sessions having been suspended 
from duty, the custody of the petty 
sessions books was handed over to 
Sergeant Fitzsimons under the author-ty 
of the 6th Section of the Petty Sessions 
Act; and the magistrates requested the 
sergeant to act temporarily as clerk, 
pending the reinstatement of the clerk 
or the appointment of a new one. 
Sergeant Fitzsimons was prosecutor in 
one case at the last petty sessions. He 
is not exempt from his ordinary duties 
whilst in custody of the petty sessions 
records and acting as clerk. 


Mr. DELANY: Why was the clerk 
suspended ¢ 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: 
information as to that. 


I have no 


Heathfield Estate, Sligo. 

Mr. O7DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
purchase arrangements of the Heathfield 
Kstat2, situate near Collooney, county 
Sligo,thave yet been sanctioned by the 
Kstates Commissioners; and, if so, will 
he say whether these arrangements 
include the enlargement of uneconomic 
holdings by the addition of a portion of 
the waste land on the estate from which 
the tenants or their predecessors were 
evicted. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners cannot identify this estate. 
If the hon. Member willfurnish me with 
the name of the owner I will have 
further inquiries made. 


Timahoe Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that Thomas 
M‘Cormack, Timahoe, Queen’s County, 
an evicted tenant, has been informed by 
the Estates Commissioners that should 
they acquire untenanted lands in the 
Queen’s County his application for rein- 
statement will beconsidered; and whether, 
in view of the fact that M‘Cormack has 
already informed the Commissioners that 
he is willing to take a farm of equal value 
in any other district, he will state what 
course the Commissioners propose taking 
in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners will consider the application of 
Mr. M‘Cormack should a suitable oppor- 
tunity occur. 


Irish Names and Addresses on Carts. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, pending 
a decision as to the legality of placing the 
owner’s name and address in Irish on 
carts, he will direct that no more prose- 
cutions shall be instituted by the police 
in cases similar to that of Nial MacBride, 


-of Dunfanaghy, county Doneg i. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer | 
to this Question is in the negative. | 
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Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: Appointments to 
postmasterships, whether in England, 


Ireland, Scotland, or Wales, are open to 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): How is an | 
owner of a cart who lives in an Irish- 
speaking district going to identify his 
cart if his name appears on it in English 
only ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Gore-Booth Estate, County Sligo. 


Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he is aware that the 
Gore- Booth Estate, on which the town 
of Ballymote, county Sligo, is situate, 
has recently been sold under the Land 
Act of 1903, and that the majority of 
the town tenants are also tenants on the 
agricultural portion of the estate already 


all Post Office officials throughout the 
United Kingdom. In making these 
appointments I take no account of tlie 
nationality of the candidates, and I select 
for each appointment the candidate who, 
in my opinion, is the best qualified to 
fill it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Are these 
English importations good Unionists / 


Lorp STANLEY: I hope so. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Were there no Irish candidates 
competent to fill these positions! Ae 
these posts to be reserved exclusively 
for Englishmen ? 


sold; and whether, seeing that the pur- ° 


chase arrangements have not been yet 
completed, and that the vendor is anxious 
to have the town included in the sale, 
and is willing to leave the settlement of 
the price to the Estates Commissioners, 
this matter will be reconsidered with the 
view of having the town included in the 
general terms of purchase. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Estates 
Commissioners are prepared to make 
advances for the purchase of holdings 
which are in the main agricultural or 
pastoral, but, as my right hon. and 
learned friend has already informed the 
hon. Member, the Land Purchase Acts 
do not contemplate advances on the 
resale of houses in villages or towns. 
The matter is one for the decision of the 
Estates Commiss:oners, subject to review 
by Mr. Justice Meredith. 


English Appointments to Irish 
Postmasterships. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General under what 
circumstances he recently appointed 
three English officials to vacant Irish 
postmasterships ; what applications did 
he receive from members of the Irish 
service for thcse posts; can he say what 
special qualifications the three selected 
officials had over their Irish colleagues ; 
and whether he will give three corre- 
sponding positions in England to members 
of the Irish service. 


Lorp STANLEY: There may have 
been Irish candidates, but they were not 
so well qualified as the English ones. 


Unpaid Post Office Learners in Ireland. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he is aware that, in 
face of the statement made by the Brad- 
ford Committee that they understood that 
the system of unpaid learners had been 
abolished, there are still unpaid learners 
in many offices in Ireland; and will he 
take steps to have this system abolished 
forthwith. 


Lorp STANLEY: The matter referred 
to by the hon. Member is under con- 
sideration. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he can say, in view 
of the rule of his Department stating that 
no learners can be kept in the service for 
over two years without appointments, 
what arrangements does he intend to 
make to place upon the establishment in 
Ireland those learners who have already 
over two years service. 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no rule to 
the effect suggested by the hon. Member. 
I am now considering what steps can be 
taken to improve the position of learners 
of long service who have not been 
appointed, and the Memorandum I am 
about to issue will show what is being 
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done temporarily until a definite scheme 
has been arrived at. 


Portrush Harbour. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any, 
and, if so, what representations have 
been made to him with regard to Port- 
rush Harbour, county Antrim ; and what 
reply he has given. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: No re- 
presentations have reached either the 
Board of Works or me. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Oh, wait a minute. 
Did not the hon. Gentleman receive a 
deputation headed by the hon. Member 
for North Antrim on this very subject ? 
Has he forgotten it altogether ? 


[The reply was inaudible.] 


Home and Imperial Defence. 

CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the responsibility for the 
adequacy of numbers and composition of 
land forces for Home and Imperial defence 
rests with the Imperial Defence Com- 
mittee, in their advice to the Department 
of the War Office, or with the Secretary 
of State for War, as head of that Depart- 
ment; if with the latter, why the 
authoritativeness of the Memorandum 
furnished by the War Office to the Royal 
Commission on the Militia and Volunteers, 
setting forth the numbers required for 
Home defence, was withdrawn two 
months after that Memorandum was 
furnished. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tus TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
i;aALFouR, Manchester, E.): In reply to 
my hon. and gallant friend, I have to say 
that the responsibility rests with the 
Cabinet, whom it is the duty of the 
Defence Committee to advise. 


CoLonEL WELBY: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman answer the latter part of 
the Question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
and gallant friend will see, the latter part 
of his Question is hypothetical and turns 
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| upon an affirmative Answer to the second 
part of the Question, which affirmative 

| Answer I have not given. 

| CoLoneL WELBY : The Question as to 

| authoritativeness has relation to a fact. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly, that 
is SO. 


Scotch Education Bill. 

Str CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can fix a day before 
Kaster for the Second Reading of the 
Scotch Education Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope it will 
be before Easter, but I cannot yet fix a 
day. 


NEW BILLS. 


RELIEF OF DISTRESS (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To make temporary provision for the 
supply of seed potatoes to occupiers and 
cultivators of land, and for other pur- 
poses relating to the Relief of Distress in 
Ireland,” presented by Mr. Walter Long ; 
supported by Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 127.] 

INFANT LIFE PROTECTION ACT (1897) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Infant Life Protection 
Act, 1897,” presented by Mr. Spear; 
supported by Mr. Duke, Mr. Schwann, 
Mr. Hogg, Mr. Melville, Sir John Kenna- 

way, Mr. Mildmay, Mr. Charles Allen, 

‘Sir Jeunes Fergusson, and Mr. Ru neciman ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
April 6th, and to be printed. [Bill 128.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (1888) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend The Local Government Act, 
1888,” presented by Mr. Spear; sup- 
ported by Mr. Duke, Mr. Herbert 
Robertson, and Mr. Mildmay; to be read 
a second time upon Thursday, April 6th, 
and to be printed. [Bill 129.] 


FALSE STATEMENTS (COMPANIES) BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to False 
Statements with respect to the Financial 
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Position of Companies or other bodies,” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General ; 
supported by the Lord-Advocate, Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 130.] 
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SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 

“To amend the Law with regard to 
the Sale of Butter,” presented by Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes; supported by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and Mr. Attorney-General; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 151.] 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Ordered, That the Committee on the 
Trade Marks Bill do consist of Mr. Blake, 
Mr. Butcher, Mr. Cripps, Mr. Eve, Mr. 
Fison, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Sir Walter 
Palmer, Sir Charles Renshaw, and Mr. 
Tillett. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Three be the Quorum. 
-——(Mr. Fletcher Mou'ton.) 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE ANU EXECUTOR 
[EXPENSES|. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do resolve itself into 
a Committee to consider of authorising 
the, charge on the Consolidated Fund of 
such sums as may be required to make 
good liabilities arising out of the default 
of the Public Trustee or his officers 
appointed under any Act of the present 
session to provide for the appointment of 
a Public Trustee and Executor, and of 
authorising the payment, out of Moneys 
provided by Parliament, of the salaries 
and other expenses payable in pursuance 
of such Act (King’s Reeommendation 
signified), to-morrow,”—(Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked for 
some explanation of the Motion. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AvusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire. E.) said the House was 
probably aware that this Bill had already | 
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passed its Second Reading. It was a 
private Member’s Bill authorising the 
appointment of a Public Trustee, and 


‘great progress had been made with it in 


the Grand Committee, but further pro- 
gress was delayed for the consideration 
of the money clause. He believed that 
the Bill would not ultimately involve any 
charge on the public funds, and indeed 
it might prove a source of revenue, but 
it Was necessary to authorise the money 
clause: hence this Motion. Although he 
was making it in his capacity as a 
Minister of the Crown, he had no intention 
or desire to make the Bill a Government 
measure; but as hon. Members on both 
sides were anxious to pass it the Govyern- 
ment considered that they should not be 
prevented by a mere technicality, 


Question put, and agreed to, 





CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


Clause | agreed to. 
Clause 2. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.j 
moved to insert, after ‘‘ granted,” the 
words “or proposed to be granted.” 
He said he would not press the Amend- 
ment if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was able to give them _ satisfactory 
assurances concerning the point raised 
on the previous day —namely, that in 
consequence of the way in which this 
Bill had been drafted he would be bound 
to act illegally. 


*Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! I think the Amendment unneces- 
sary and therefore out of order. 


Mr. McKENNA: Do I understand 
you rule it out of order ? 


*Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Yes. | 
F 


Mr. McKENNA: Then I must argue, £4— 








ad 
ut 
2y 
he 


nt 
th 
n= 


r, 


= 





Consolidated Fund 


1393 
*THeE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: No, 


there can be no argument. I hold it is 
out of order because it is outside the 
scope of the Resolution on which the 
Bill is founded. 


Mr. McKENNA: On the point—— 
*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: There 


can be no discussion or argument on it. 


Mr. McKENNA, as a point of order, 
asked leave to draw the attention 
of the Chairman to a precedent for his 
present Motion in the year 1902. On 
August 8th in that year, on the 
Appropriation Bill, an Amendment was 
moved by the hon. Member for West 
Islington to Clause 3 to insert the words 
“ £20.000,000 at any one time,” and that 
was certainly not in the terms of the 
Resolution on which that Bill was 
fuunded. It was allowed to be proposed, 
and he could quote precedent after 
precedent of similar Amendments having 
been moved. 


*ToHe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: That 
seems to me to be quite a different case. 
I adhere to my ruling. 


Mr. McKENNA said he would be 
peitectly satisfied if the Chancellor of 


the Exchequee would give him the 
assurance he had asked for. 
THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) rose to reply, but 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: T still 
adhere to my ruling, and there is no 
Question before the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he thought he would now be in order in 
answering the hon. Member. The point 
of the hon. Member opposite—which he 
raised on the previous day—was that the 
words of the Act of 1891, which were 
intended to extend the legal power of the 
Treasury, had, in fact, a limiting effect, 
and that they prevented the Treasury 
from legally employing money voted, as 


} on the present occasion under Vote 1 of 


the Navy, on the feeding of the Navy 
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until such time as the Victualling Vote 
had passed through the Committee and 
been reported. That was not the case. 
The illegality the hon. Member feared 
did not arise, because Section 15 of the 
Exchequer and Audit Department Act, 
1866, provided that the issues for Army 
and Navy services should be made under 
the general heads of “Army” and 
“Navy” respectively. The issue was 
made for the Army and not for any 
specific Vote, and no illegality arose in 
applying it to any particular service of 
the Army Estimates. 


Mr. McKENNA said he would like to 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that his construction of Section 15 was 
not accurate, and he would refer him to 
Clause 4 of the Appropriation Act of 
last year, in which an express provision 
was introduced in order to enable the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General to 
sanction payments in respect of the Army 
which had not been specifically appro- 
priated. Such a provision would have 
been entirely unnecessary if the view 
now stated by the right hon. Gentlemen 
was correct. Asa matter of fact, as no 
money had been voted for the Army 
and as only Vote 1 for the Navy had 
been voted, the right hon. Gentleman 
could not legally do more than use the 
money of Vote 1 for the Navy and could 
not use any money at all for the Army. 
The words in the Act on which he relied 
were— 

*«* Every sum issued in pursuance of this Act 


shall be applied towards making good the 
Supply so granted at the time of such issue.” 


These words clearly limited and defined 
the powers of the Treasury, and they were 
in an Act subsequent to the Act on which 
the right hon. Gentleman ‘appeared to 
rely. All he desired the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to do was to introduce words in 
the present Consolidated Fund Bill in- 
stead of in the Appropriation Bill in 
August, legalising at once that which he 
was now illegally doing. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
suggested that the words “granted at 
the time of issue” were sufficient to 
cover any subsequent Votes, and that 
was all the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wanted, as he was going to get Vote A 
and Vote 1 of the Army as soon as 
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possible. Butif there was a doubt about 
this matter, the doubt should be resolved 
not by a Committee of the House, but by 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General, who 
had been appointed by the House in 
order to see that every legal formality was 
fully complied with before he sanctioned 
the issue of one sovereign or even of one 
halfpenny out of the Consolidated Fund. 
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MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
that, by the admission of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer himself, it was quite 
unprecedented to have a Consolidated 
Fund Bill which did not include any sums 
voted for the Army specifically. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he never made any admission of the kind. 
What he stated vesterday was that, so 
far as he was aware, Army Supply had 
never been in this condition before. He 
had since had further inquiry made ; and 
as a result he found that Navy Supply 
had been in exactly the same position 
before, and that in 1883, when hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were in power, not 
merely had there been no Navy Vote, 
but no Civil Service Vote either. 


Major SEELY pointed out that the 
Public Accounts and Charges Act, on 
which they relied, was passed subse- 
quently to 1883, He submitted that it 
was a direct violation of that Act, and 
that it was highly unconstitutional to use 
money which had been voted for the 
Navy for other purposes of the Army 
than those for which it had been specifi- 
cally voted for the Navy. For the first 
time since the Public Accounts and 
Charges Act was passed, they had no 
money voted for the Army in the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill, and the House should 
take cognisance of that fact, seeing how 
the principle of the control of the House 
was involved. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 2 added to the Bill. 
Clause 5 :— 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 


insert the following proviso— 


moved to 


{And the Treasury shall repay the moneys 
so borrowed, with interest not exceeding 5 per 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
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centum per annum, out of the growing produce 
of the Consolidated Fund at a period not later 
than the next succeeding quarter to that in 
which the said moneys were borrowed.” 


1396 


If these words were inserted it would re- 
store the Act to its original shape. The 
form of this Bill had suffered an impor- 
tant change at the hands of no less a 
person than the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Before 1902 the Treasury had 
power only to borrow the money for three 
months. When, in 1902, in a moment 
of inattention he thought, the House 
permitted the Treasury to borrow for 
twelve months, it thereby quadrupled 
their borrowing power in point of time, 
and so added to the Unfunded Debt. He 
maintained that that added to their 


Unfunded Debt. It was true that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that there was no more bor- 


rowing power, but there was only power 
to borrow for a longer time. That was, 
however, the whole point. Was it 
advisable that the power given in 1902 
allowing the Treasury to borrow fora 
whole year instead of for three months 
only should be continued, He submitted 
that this was a time whea the Treasury's 
power to borrow should be contracted in 
the most jealous way. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer himself, when he made the 
Motion in 1902, said the borrowing 
powers had hitherto been exercised oa 
the 1.0.U. of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. But now the money was 
obtained on Treasury Bills, and the power 
formerly exercised of borrowing on the 
personal I.0.U. of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been quadrupled. He 
thought that that was very unfortunate. 
They had seen their debt increasing, and 
any powers given to Ministers in regard 
to money matters ought now to be more 
carefully watched and more jealously 
circumscribed than at any previous 
period of history, Already their Funded 
and Unfunded Debt and_ contingent 
liabilities had reached a total far beyond 
the dreams of any of their ancestors, 
and for that reason he earnestly begged 
the Committee to assist him in restricting 
the powers of the Treasury. His Amend- 
ment would restore the Act to its original 
form, and if it were carried he would 
have to move to leave out Sub-sections 
2 and 3 as a consequential Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


«In Clause 3, after the word ‘ powers,’ to 
insert the words ‘and the Treasury shall repay 
the money so borrowed, with interest not 
exceeding 5 per centum per annum out of the 
growing produce of the Consolidated Fund at 
a period not later than the next succeeding 
quarter to that in which the said moneys were 
borrowed.’ ’—(MUr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question propased, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the gravamen of the hon. Gentleman’s 
contention that the Treasury’s borrow- 
ing powers were, by the words 
introduced into the Act of 1902 by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol, quadrupled in point of 
time, might hold good if the whole trans- 
action were as the hon. Gentleman had 
stated it. But the old practice was for 
the Treasury to borrow in the first three 
months of the vear as much as was 
needed to finance the Exchequer during 
that period. Having paid off that sum, 
the Treasury then  reborrowed it, 
together with an additional amount to 
finance them during the second quarter, 
and in the third quarter they reborrowed 
the amount they had borrowed in the 
first and second quarters, plus the 
further money they required. {t would 
be seen, therefore, that the only difference 
of practice inaugurated in 1902 was that 
in the first quarter the Treasury were 
allowed to borrow there and then what 
they required for the year, instead of re- 
newing their borrowings three times in the 
course of the year. It was, moreover, more 
cconomical for the country that they 
should be enabled to borrow on Treasury 
Bills in the market instead of being con- 
fined to borrowing for this purpose from 
the Bank of England. He hoped the 
Committee would consent to pass the 
clause in its present form. The only 
circumstances which, so far as he could 
make it out, would ever enable them to 
dispense with this power would be a re- 
duction of the income-tax by 4d. or 6d. 
and that was a prospect which he did 
not think they were likely to realise in 
the near future. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 


asked was he to understand the sub- 
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|be that there were certain financial 
advantages in making the loan for the 
longer period ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was so, and whatever Bills were issued 
for this purpose must be paid within 
the financial year. The real object of the 


proviso was to enable the Treasury to 


finance itself against the first nine months 
of the year, when the revenue was thin, 
and in anticipation of the great bulk of 
the income-tax, out of which the bills 
were paid, coming in in the last quarter. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) hope | 
that the Motion would not be pressed. 
It was quite wrong to suppose that th> 
practice under discussion increased the 
borrowing powers of the Government 
by sixpence. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I never said 
it did. 

*Mr. McCRAE said the hon. Gentle- 
man suggested that it increased the 
floating debt, but it did not even do 
that. It provided the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with the power of borrowing 
on better terms by giving him greater 
freedem. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES suggested that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in one 
part of his speech gave away the other 
part. But although he held that there 
was substance in his Amendment he 
would not, by pressing it to a division, 
stand between the House and the more 
important business set down for that 
evening. He would, therefore, ask leave 
to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 

Clause 5 agreed to. 

Bill reported, without Amendment, to 
be read the third time upon Thursday 
next. 

SUPPLY. 

Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


*Tuoe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


WAR(Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Beliast.W.): 
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An hon, Member on the other side of 
the House, in the course of the debate 
some davs ago, said that there was an 
indisposition on the part of the War 
Office to discuss Army questions. I can 
assure the hon. Member who entertains 
that opinion that that indisposition does 
not extend to myself. There is no 
Member of the House who is more 
anxious that all questions connected with 
the Army should be discussed, and 
worthily discussed, than [ am, and con- 
sequently I welcome the opportunity 
which this debate affords me. I have 
preseiited to tle House a Memorandum 
which sets out at considerable length 
what has been done and what has been 
attempted by the War Office during the 
past vear, and,I think it would be tedious, 
and I do not think it would be profitable, if 
I were merely to make a review of that 
document at the present time. I prefer 
rather to devote myself toa more general 
survey of Army questions. I have no 
commission to give advice or to make 
suggestions to the House of Commons ; 
but I do venture to think the discussions 
which have taken place with regard to 
Army matters have not been altogether 
profitable. and have not been an evidence 
that the House has realised how complex 
and how important this Army problem 
really is. J have heard once or twice in 
the course of debate an aspiration with 
which I cordially sympathise, that Army 
discussions might be outside the lines of 
Party diiterences. How far that ideal is 
from being realised only those can under- 
stand who have been present, as I have 
been compelled to be present, during the 
whole of the debates on Army matters in 
the present session. I have no hesitation 
in saving that a great part of those 
debates was devoted to matters which, 
though thev were of relative importance, 
were absolutely unimportant compared 
with the great issues thatare at stake. I 
do not deny for 2 moment that there are 
hon. Members from whom I may differ 
who do occasionally come into contact 
with the realities ofthe situation ; whodo 
r-call the fact that we are dependent for 
our national existence to a large extent 
upon the well-being of our Army and its 
maintenance in a condition which fits it for 
war. But these were rare intervals in 
the debate, which otherwise was composed 
almost entirely of details, of 
Mr. Arno'd-Forster, 
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innuendoes and small matters of Party 


difference which had practically no 
reference whatever to the real question 
ofthe Army. .I hope I may be successful 
in the remarks I desire to address to the 
House to-day in redeeming myself, at any 
rate, from the error which J have ventured 
to criticise. 

I will ask hon. Members to bear with 
me while I speak about Army questions, 
as a whole, and to tolerate my failure 
to reply to those many matters of detail 
and Party differences which have so 
much occupied the House hitherto. 

The position, J do not hesitate to say, is 
peculiar. I believe that owing to causes 
for which I am not responsible, and which 
I would have avoided if I could, we are 
in the presence of the precise state of 
things which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
desired should be created. I was criticised 
last session for endeavouring to hasten 
the accomplishment of certain changes 
which I thought desirable without taking 
the House fully into confidence. I main- 
tained then and I maintain now, that it 
is not only within the competence but it 
is the duty of the War Office to proceed 
with the reorganisation of the Army as 
part of its ordinary functions, and nothing 
that I did or sought to do was in my 
opinion wera vires at the time I sought to 
doit. But, as I have already told the 
House, it has been necessary to arrest 
progress in more than one important 
particular. I have explained why it is 
that owing to the large number of short- 
service men in the Army we have had 
to make a pause and to hold our hand 
with regard to the full accomplishment 
of the scheme which I had the honour 
to lay before the House last year. I 
do not think hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have any’ ground for complaint, because 
one effect of this delay, voluntary or 
involuntary, has been to give them the 
opportunity which I am glad enough to 
give them of discussing every proposal 
that I have laid before the House. 


Now I have been criticised on more than 
one ground. In the first place because I 
have gone too fast, and in the second place 
because I have gone too slow, I should 
like to recall to the House some of the 
relevant dates in this matter. This is the 
first set of Estimates that I have had the 
honour of presenting to the House which 
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] have had anything to do with the 
framing of. It was scarcely seven months 
from this day that I laid before the 
House the proposals for which I desired | 
its consideration ; and any hon. Gentle- | 
man who supposes that great changes are | 
to be made in the organisation of the | 
Army or great reductions in the cost of | 
the Army within seven months is greatly 
mistaken. I ask any hon. Member 
acquainted with the working of a large 
business whether, considering the char- 
acter and magnitude of Army matters, | 
the number of individual interests con- 
cerned and the gigantic sums involved, 
he really believes within a period of 
sever. Short months a great task of that 
kind can be undertaken and completed. 


Supp". 





| 
| 
| 
| 
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I have been blamed, and I suppose I | 
shall be blamed, for not fulfilling a 
promise which I never made. I have 
presented to the House Estimates which 
no doubt represent a formidable sum of | 
money. I have been told that I ought 
to redeem the promise that I would 
propose this year great reductions in the 
Army Estimates. I ask the House to 
judge between me and those who make 
that accusation. This is what I said 
when [ spoke on this subject as late as 
July last year— 





“T shall be asked what about economy? I 
am not going to pledge myself to positive 
figures, but I will say that next year the 
economy will be very little indeed. You 
cannot deal with a great Army, in which every 
man is serving on an engagement, as if it was 
composed of men taken on by the day. You 
will have to meet your engagements. Prac- 
tically the only way of economising to a large 
extent next year would be by stopping the 
manufacture of the new gun, or by stopping 
recruiting. Those are not expedients to 
which, I think, any one desires us to resort, 
but I do think that we ought to aim at re- 
ducing the expenditure next year, so as not 
to have any serious excess upon the Estimates 
of this year. But it is my ambition to lay 
the foundation for a scheme which will enable 
my successors to effect progressive economies 
in Army expenditure, and that I believe I 
can do.”” 


I do hope if hon. Members feel 
inclined to repeat that accusation they 
will bear in mind those words, I have 
rdeemed absolutely the pledge I gave. 
I believe that what has been done dur- 
ing the last year will make it easier for 
my successors to make progressive 
fconomies in the expenditure of the 
Army. 1 did not pledge myself to effect 
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any large economy now. Hon. Members 
must not suppose that when a Minister 
makes a statement of that kind he makes 
it without reference to the figures. These 
figures were known to me en b/oe and in 
detail, and when I made that statement 
I knew the probabilities and the cer- 
tainties of the expenditure of this year, 
and it was a simple business calculation 
with regard to expenditure on the Army. 
It is not true that I promised large 
economies this year, but it is true that I 
expressed my belief that these economies 
could be effected, and it is true that I 
have made it easy for my successors, if 
they will follow the steps which I have 
indicated, to effect these economies in 
the future. 


Now, I have been asked a great 
many questions in this House, and 


I am going for once to turn the tables 
and ask a few myself. We have heard 
this burning cry, this demand for eco- 
nomy on both sides of the House. It 
is a demand with which I entirely 
sympathise, and [I shall consider that I 
have done something in my present office 
if I have made it easier for that demand 
to be fulfilled. I want the House to 
understand exactly their responsibility 
in this matter. If you are going to 
reduce Army expenditure vou must 
reduce those things that cause the 
expenditure. The Army is composed of 
We have the Regular 
Army, the Militia, and the Volunteers, 
We have a large aggregation of units. 
and we have a large aggregation of 
individuals. I want to know on which of 
these particular items it is that the 
House has made up its mind that we 
shall effect these large reductions. [Mr. 


Guest: ‘The Regular Army.”] I 
do not know whether that is the 
opinion of every hon. Member op- 


posite, it is not my opinion, but I take 
that interruption as a warning to those 
who understand the functions of the 
Regular Army that there is a section of 
this House which demands large reduc- 
tions in the Regular Army. 


I am going to press this matter a 
littl home; but before I do so i 
should like to make an_ explanation 
with regard to the line I have adopted. 
[ have been accused of a burning 
desire for change for the sake of 








1405 Supply. 


change. That is not the case; but is 
there any hon. Member in this House 
who will say change is not required, that 
great changes are not needed? [ was 
for three years serving at the Admiralty. 
During that time I saw every single 
institution connected with the Navy 
changed. I saw a change in the p r- 
sonnel, and I saw a change in the 
matcriel. 1 saw a change in the position 
and relative rank of the officers. I saw 
a change in the distribution of the Fleet, 
and I saw a change in the whole scheme 
of naval education. I saw a change in 
every branch of the Navy either initiated 
or completed during the time IJ served at 
the Admiralty. Why were those char ges 
effected? Because circumstances had 
changed and things were bound to change 
with the circumstances. If any one will 
rise and tell me that the circumstances 
affecting the Army have not changed 
as completely as the circumstances aflect- 
ing the Navy I shall be astonished, and will 
ask him where he got his information ? 
I am no seeker after change for the sake 
of change, but things have changed, and 
the Army has to conform itself to the 
change which has taken place. What is 
the change ? 

In the first place there has been the 
enormous change which is illustrated by 
the expenditure upon the Navy. An 
hon. Member of this House not very long 
ago interrupted me and said when I 
mentioned the Navy that we were en- 
gaged in an Army debate. I said then, 
and I say now, that the interruption 
was typical of the absolute failure to 
comprehend the whole of our military 
problem. We have been adding nuillion 
after million to our naval expenditure. 
Are all these millions wasted ? Are they 
thrown away ? If it be true, as we are 
told by representatives of the Admiralty, 
that the Navy is in a position such as it 
has never occupied before—that it is 
now not only our first line of defence, 
but our guarantee for the possession of 
our own islands—is that to make no 


difference to a system which has grown | 
itary soldiering; to a certain extent 


up avowedly and confessedly on the 


basis of defending these islands by an | 
armed land force against an invasion ? Is | 
/countries have had to submit to. 


that to make no difference 2? Is this view 


some invention of my own imagination ? | 
| You will have to put your whole trained 

population into the line of battle t 
\ 


No, Sir; that is the deliberate con- 
clusion of the Government, advised by a 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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auseful existence during the last eighteen 


'is open to an invasion in force ? 
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months, and which I regret was not 
called into existence much longer ago-~ 
the Committee of Defence. The Prime 
Minister has already on more than 
one occasion given expression to his 
own views of the situation; and he has 
simply echoed what is, so far as I can 
ascertain, the view of every single naval 
and military authority of any competence 
whatever upon this question of invasion, 
He has said that the question of the 
invasion of these islands in such force 
as to inflict a fatal blow or threaten our 
independence is impossible. In that he 
speaks with the undivided and absolute 
authority of the Committee of Defence, 
and I want to know who is the hon. 
Member who is going to question it? 
Who is the hon. Member who is going to 
lay down his own authority and say, 
not that the present Government is wrong, 
but that the naval and military authori- 
ties, who, I believe, are unanimous on 
this subject, are wrong with regard to 
this question of invasion? I have seen 
this matter stated in various ways. I 


have seen it stated that, provided our 


Navy is efficient, the greatest anticipacion 
we can form in the way of the landing of 
a hostile army would be a force of 5,000, 
I should be deceiving the House if I 
said that represented the extreme naval 
view. The extreme naval view is that 
the crew of a dinghy could not land in 
this country in the face of the Navv. 
Well, Iam going to press this matter 
a little further. I am going to ask hon. 
Members to follow out my reasoning to 
its lagical conclusion. Is it true or untrue 
that this country, if the Navy be efficient, 
Because 
if it is, it has a very remarkable con- 
sequence. If it is open to an invasion 
in force, what have you to do? You 
will have to do what every other great 
country in the world which is exposed 
to a similar threat has had to do. You 


will not have to indulge in soldiering 


which, however excellent, is mere volun- 


amateur soldiering. You will have to 
submit to the hard conditions other 
You 





In 


al 
CO 


CO 





will have to submit to conscription. 


cor = 


we SS 


OO —rP- 


ee 


_ = 


C10 











1405 Supply. 


resist the attack of the best-trained 
troops in Europe. That is the logical 
and certain consequence of accepting the 
theory that an invasion in force of this 
country is a possibility. 


CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) : What do you mean by apr invasion 
in force ¢ 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
already given my definition of what I 
consider would be the maximum conceiv- 
able force that could be landed in this 
country, but 1 would say any force which 
might reasonably be expected to attack 
a great country of this kind. I will 
deal with thet again; but I say, if you 
the view that an invasion is 
possible, we are not playing the game 
of looking the facts in the face ; we are 
trifling with the facts. We are not 
exempt from the dangers and difficulties 
which beset other nations; we have to 
face under these circumstances the same 
peril that Continental nations have to 
face; and we must face it in the same 
way—we must adopt the same means to 
combat it. No one in this House proposes 
that or has ever suggested it. There is 
no Member in this House who does not 
know perfectly well that that is not our 
real danger. 
the moment that item from our considera- 
tion. Either the Navy is or is not able 
to defend us. If it is able to defend us, 
there will be and can be no invasion of 
this country. If it is not able to defend 
us. What is, again, the logical and certain 
consequence of accepting that proposi- 
tion? The Navy ex hypothesi is unable 
todefend us. You might have the whole 
population of this country armed—man, 
woman, and child, from John o’Groat’s to 
Land’s End. You might have them drilled 
ike the Macedonian Phalanx, and ready 
and anxious for war ; but they would not 
prevail. Ifthe hostile Power were suffi- 
ciently strong at sea to land 100,000 men 
in this country it would not be necessary 
for it to land the crew of a single barge. 
The invading Power would command the 


accept 


whole of the avenues of the sea. It 
would close the Thames and South- 


ampton Water, the Mersey and the 
Humber, and within six days this country 
would be at their feet. 
think’clearly upon this matter ; we must 
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recognise that one or other of these 
hypotheses is true, and we must act 
accordingly. 


We have done something to test 
this. We have had an _ object-lesson. 
I think it is very strange we have 
not had one before. During last year 
we had a landing in force on the coast 
of England. I wish sometimes hon. 
Members who discuss these matters from 
a purely Army point of view would try 
to realise them from a naval point of 
view also. I wish they had been with 
me and seen, off Clacton beach, eight 
ships of war and a number of transports 
trving to land 15,000 men—which they 
did in two days—and embarking them 
again in four days. I wish they had 
tried to picture, as I did, what would 
have happened one hour after dark, 
with the Medway flotilla of destroyers fif- 
teen miles in one direction and the 
Harwich flotilla of destroyers fifteen miles 
in another—with these great men-of-war 
and transports swinging at anchor. I do 
not think I misinterpret the Lelief of any 
single officer, naval o1 military, who has 
thought of this question when I say that 
there would not be a single one of those 
snips at anchor or upon the sea next morn- 
ing. Either thisis true or itisnot. I ask 
the House to accept the conclusion one 
wey or the other. Both conclusions can- 
not be right. If we are really open to an 
invasion in force by a great Continental 
army we must prepare for it. If we 
believe we are right in expending this 
enormous sum upon the Navy, I think 
we may consider the Prime Minister is 
right and that we are relieved, at any 
rate, from the contemplation of that par- 
ticular danger. 


I seid that other things had changed, 
but I have not enumerated all 
the things which in my opinion have 
changed. We heave had it laid down by the 
Prime Minister on behalf of the Govern- 
ment that the principal duty of the 
British Army is to fight the battles of this 
country across the sea. Across the sea can 
have but one meaning I hope—it can only 
mean fighting in those parts of the world 
where we have our own frontiers to defend 
against any possible threat—beceuse I 
hope and think we may eliminate the idea 
that we are going to enter into competi- 
tion with the great military nations of 
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the world in Continental warfare. If that 
be so—if it be true that our problem is to 
find an Army which is to fight on our own 
frontiers in the event of war—are we or 
are we not going the right way about 
to furnish that Army? Is there any 
change in the threat which we have 
to contemplate? No one will doubt 
there have been very great changes. 
There have been changes which have 
made our situation more dangerous. 
There have been changes which have 
made our situation, for the time at any 
tate, less dangerous. But to suppose 
there has not been change, and that 
there has not been need for a closer and 
more perfect organisation for our trans- 
marine force, is absurd. We have de- 
mands made from India for a definite sup- 
ply of troops, and it is on those demands 
the War Office has been working, and 
that the War Office ought to work. We 
have to supply a certain number of troops 
for the defence of India in time of war, 
and unless we supply them we are 
in this dilemma; either we must deny 
that these demands are legitimate, or 
we must admit that we ourselves fail 
in one of the primary duties which fall 
upon the War Office. We are, I believe, 
successfully endeavouring to fulfil these 
demands. But I do want the House of 
Commons to understand that in order 
to fulfil them there must be, so long as 
these demands hold good, great demands 
on the Regular Army of this country. 
And I would point out that these great 
demands must be the demands of war, 
not the demands of peace. That seems 
a truism, but it is not altogether a truism. 
We are the only country in the world 
which has to keep up in peace time a 
great Army on a war footing. We keep 
up, at the present time, an Army, larger 
than the standing army of many other 
countries, entirely outside our own shores, 
in peace time, In order to do that 
we must have a certain nucleus of Re- 
gular troops at home in order to furnish 
a body which will enable us to establish a 
circulation between the troops at home 
and the troops abroad. But when the 
troops at home and abroad have been 
furnished, there is undoubtedly a certain 
portion of the Regular Army which for 
peace purposes may be regarded as re- 
dundant. You may, I am convinced, 


Mr. Arno!ld- Forster, 
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supply your purposes with a smaller 
fully-organised Army than you now have. 


But for war purposes the Army is not 
nearly adequate for the purposes of that 
demand. How are we to reconcile these 
two demands? My view is that the 
logic of the situation is inexorable. If 
we are really to meet this demand at 
all, upon any sound basis, we must look 
at these facts. We must limit our Army 
which is kept on a war footing in peace 
time to the needs of our own peace re- 
quirements. We must have something, 
in addition to that Army, which will 
enable us to expand with great rapidity 
and certainty in order to fulfil the much 
larger demand of war when war comes. 
Have we any example of how that end 
may be achieved? I think we have, 
We have just seen great changes made 
in the Navy. We have seen the Navy 
concentrating its materiel and personnel ; 
we have seen those ships which are inefti- 
cient and useless for war laid up and put 
on the scrap heap; we have seen those 
ships which are required for training 
purposes in time of peace fully manned 
and equipped ; and we have seen those 
ships which are not required in time of 
peace, Lut which will be required in time 
of war, laid up witha sufficient organi- 
sation to eneble them to go to sea in 
time of war, and with a nucleus crew 
which can rapidly be angmen ed. That 
seems to me a correct analogy which we 
ought to follow with regard to our Army. 
That is the principle of the change I 
propose, and that I believe is the prin- 
ciple upon which any Government must 
proceed if they are going to provide for 
the needs of the Regular Army abroad, 
and to achieve some economy in our Army 
Kstimates. 


Now I will venture to ask the 
House of Commons one or two Questions to 
which, no doubt, I shall receive various and 
varied replies. I may be right, or IT may 
be wrong, in my appreciation of the line 
which should guide this or any other 
Government ; but my view is this. We 
want an Army adequate and adapte| 
to our needs, and we do not want any- 
thing in excess of our needs. We want 
reduced cost by getting rid of what is 
redundant. Now, if we are all agreed 
upon that, as I think we are, I will asi 
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hon. Members, in the discussion that will | 


follow my remarks, to apply that doctrine 
and test to all the remarks they make, 
and to ask themselves whether what they 
sdvocate—whether it be in regard to the 
Regular Army, or the Auxiliary Forces, 
whether it be horse, foot, or artillery, 
materiel or personnel—to ask themselves if 
what they advocat» is required to meet 
our needs, and if itis not wanted do they 
acquiesce in our being committed to the 
expense. 
of the lecturing I have heard, and a great 
deal of sound economical doctrine falls 
tothe ground. If you are not ready to 
try all Army matters by the test of their 
value in time of war, then you are trifling 
with the subject, and your advocacy of 
economy may be set aside. 


If, then, it is desirable to effect reduc- 
tions in the Estimates, I may be asked 
how are the reductions to be made ? 
Are we to cut down Line battalions ? 

Mr. GUEST (Plymouth): Hear, hear ! 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member for Plymouth says “‘ Yes,” and 
I think I do not misinterpret the hon. 


Member for Oldham when I include 
him among those who say “ Yes.” 
Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Hear, 


hear. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: He drew 
a picture the other day, or he sketched a 
plan of what he conceived to be the proper 
policy in the interests of economy. He 
said, I think, ‘‘ Get rid of the regimental 
colours, sell the regimental plate, break 
up the battalions.” 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was 
explaining that there necessarily would be 
a reduction of units, and the right hon. 
Gentleman himself was disposed to take 
away some twelve battalions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, the 
hon. Member must allow me to say I am 
not inventing a fiction. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was repre- 
senting the difficulty of carrying the right 
hon. Gentleman’s scheme into effect, that 


he would have to disband battalions, in 
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If they do not, then a great deal | 
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which case the colours might be got rid 
of, and so on. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I accept 
the explanation, and with the more readi- 


ness because I am going to say something 


| reserve, 


a3; to which we shall not widely differ. The 
second paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
remarks is not a correct description of 
what I said or desire. It is true I told 
the House of Commons that I was willing 
that fourteen of the most recently- 
formed battalions, which had no great 
traditions, no great past, should be re- 
duced, but on what conditions? n the 
conditions that they should be replaced 
at once by nineteen battalions having 
Regular officers and all the traditions 
of military service. It is not an ac- 
curate representation of what I said 
to suggest that I desired to reduce 
battalions. But what I was going to 
say isthis. The hon. Member for Oldham 
is perfectly right as to the logical con- 
sequence of a reduction of Line battalions. 
That it would give immediate relief, and 
allow a saving no one can deny; yet I 
will venture to say that no more dis- 
astrousor more uneconomical policy could 
be pursued. Why ? Because the 
moment you go to war you have 
to confront a situation such as we 
recently had in South Africa, you 
have to look around for officers. 
You take off fourteen Line battalions 
and at a stroke you cut off 400 Regular 
officers from the Army. Men you can 
get when the country is threatened ; but 
to take the course suggested would be to 
fly in the face of the experience of 
every country in Europe. I venture to say 
the course I suggest isa wiserone. Ifwe 
are bent on economy, we should reduce 
those battalions of the Line which are 
not immediately necessary for our purpose 
in time of peace to such an establish- 
ment in regard to men and pay as will 
give us economy in recruiting, as will 
enable us to form a large and. growing 
which will enable us to effect 
real economy in peace time consistent 
with efficiency and the power of expansion 
in time of war. I am sure it would be 
folly to break up whit we have already 
got in pursuit of an ecomomy that would 
not be realised. 


been, und no doubt I 
askel to speak about the 


I have 
shall be, 
3.0 
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Militia. Hon. Members know very well, | | But I cannot shut my eyes to the fact 
for I have never concealed _ it, that | that more will be required than the passing 
I take a view which is not acceptable | of a Bill to allow the Militia to be sent 
to the whole of the House in regard | | abroad in time of war. The Militia at 
to the Militia. I know very well that | this moment are simply an adjunct to 
in a matter of this kind you cnr Line. There are 35,000 men enlisted 
go much in advance of public sentiment. | as recruits to the Militia in a single year, 
I know that no War Minister, even the | and out of a force of 90,000—and this 
most powerful, and certainly not the | will give an idea of the filtering of men 
present War Minister, can hope to effect | through the Militia—15,000 pass into 
such changes as I contemplate unless | the Line annually. The Line is depen- 
he has the full sentiment of the country | dent, I was going to say, on the Militia 
with him. That sentiment is not always | for its recruits, and you must therefore 
as enlightened as it might be. Happily | be careful in treatment of the Militia 
this country has been free during its | to have in mind the well-being of the Line. 
history from the lessons of real war.| It is my hope and duty to do all 
We have never seen an invader on our| my power to make the force effective. 
shores; we have never gone through | To do that involves expenditure. There 
the bitter experiences of some other| must be extended training periods. No 
countries. And the result is that | officer will pretend that with their present 
we take what I may call an amateur | training the Militia can be expected to 
view of military matters, a view we engage with success against well-trained 
should not take if we had had to| armies. Therefore, we must have longer 
bear the heavy burdens which have} training and corresponding expenditure ; 
been laid on some nations who know and I believe that, within the limits of 
what war really means. the present Estimates, by this expenditure 
on their preparation the Militia may be 
Be that as it may, I accept, as the House | made more capable of good service in time 
is aware, what I believe is the feeling | of War. But they can only be made avail- 
of the time in regard to the Militia. We able if the House will reconcile itself to 
have taken a full Vote for the Militia in the | What is its obvious duty and will allow 
Estimates for the coming year, and we | the War Office to reduce those battalions 
have introduced a Bill, which I hope the | /of Militia which are unable to subsist 
House will pass, to enable us to utilise the | ¥ ith advantage to the country, and to 
Militia in time of war. I recognise the | amalgamate others which are too weak 
readiness with which the Militia came for- to form a proper unit according to the 
ward and the good service they did during | ‘interpretation of modern w arfare. We 
the late war, and I believe they would do | Will do all that we can, with the 
the same thing again should occasion | Consent of the House of Commons, to 
arise. But we must not deceive ourselves, | Wake the Militia force what the House 
One man in circumstances in which you |! Commons has a right to demand 
can depend upon him may be more valu- | that 1t should be made. 
able for purposes of war organisationthan, But it must not be forgotten that 
ten men whom you may or may not|/we may come to a point when one 
obtain. The only object of creating) of two things will happen. Either 
the force is that it may be available for you will demand too much from the 
fighting purposes abroad. We propose Militia, or you will give too much to 
that the Militia should be organised and the Militia. If you demand too much 
dealt with as such a force capable of tak- | from the officers of a voluntary force, 
ing part in a campaign ; and, accepting | and if you demand too long a service out 
it as axiomatic that our Army is almost | of a period of twelve months, you will at 
entirely for oversea service, it follows | once transform the character of the 
in logical sequence that the Militia to be | Militia, and you will have something which 
an effective part of the Army should be is not a Regular force, but which is very 
available for service oversea. There-| far removed from the voluntary force 
fore, | hope the Bill will pass, and I which the Militia nowis. Or, on the other 
believe it is in harmony with the views | hand, you may have this result—yqu 
of officers and men of the Militia. 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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attractive than the service of the Line 
and that would be the most dangerous 
development of all. 
moment, 15,000 men are passing every 


year out of the Militia into the Line, and | 


all those who know, as I know, the inner 
side of these transactions, know very well 
that for every 15,000 would be added 
many thousands more if the physical 
development of the men allowed them 
to be passed on. If you make the Militia 
the more attractive avenue for recruits 
not only will you withdraw from the Line 
the 15,000 men now going into it, but 
you will withdraw many men who now 
enlist in the Line, but who, under these 
circumstances, will find it preferable to 
enter the Militia. 


We have arranged, in accordance | 
with the desire of the House, to 
do what we can to improve — the 


quality and increase the efficiency of thé 
Militia. [An Hon. MemBer: What 
do you propose ?| [I have already told 
the hon. Member what we propose. It 
is that we should, in the first place, obtain 
from the House of Commons permission 
to utilise the Militia abroad in time of 
war. We shall then have to see what 
effect that lability has on the officers 
and men of the Militia. I do not think 
anybody here can exactly prophecy 
what the effect will be. We should then 
have to carry out the proposal I have 
adumbrated of reducing or amalgamating 
the inefficient units of Militia. We shall 
then have to lengthen the period of 
service of the Militia, and so by these 
measures in combination—the concentra- 
tion of units, the prolongation of the 
period of training, and the liability for 
foreign service—we can produce a force 
which, in the opinion of those most com- 
petent to judge, will be easily available 
for the purposes of war. 


But we have had some lessons on 
this matter of late. We have had 
the lessons of the Japanese War; 
and if there is one lesson _ pre- 


eminent above all others, it is that quality 
far more than quantity is the factor 
which produces success in modern war- 
fare. Lam not going to stand up in this 
House and contend that the Militia, or | 
any other force, will really be etiective 
for the purposes of war unless we have 
in its ranks officers and men who are in 
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| the matter of quality, in the matter of 
| physique, in the matter of morale, and 
| in the matter of training, the equivalent, 
'and more than the equivalent, of the 
officers and men against whom they 
might possibly beemployed in war. 


I come now to the proposal which I 
‘made to the House last session :.with 
regard to short-service enlistment. 
I have explained to the House why it 
is impossible at the present time to pro- 
ceed with the concurrent enlistment 
for long and short service. I have 
explained that it is because it has been 
necessary to provide the Army with a 
nucleus of long-service men. Long- 
service recruiting must be continued 
for several months to come. When we 
have obtained that necessary nucleus 
it will be absolutely essential to recon- 
sider the position. I myself have pro- 
posed, and certainly if I am responsible 
for this office at that time I will enforce 
the view, that it is necessary to provide 
for the purpose of making a reserve a short- 
service Army, enlisted on special terms. 
I cannot pledge the future for anyone 
except myself. [An Hon. MEMBER: You 
are not speaking for the Government. ] 
Yes, Sir, L am. What [ was proposing 
to say was this. I was told last session 
that I was binding the country, pledging 
the country, to a change which the 
country might not approve. I give the 
House fair warning that when the time 
comes, if it is my duty and privilege 
to deal with this matter, that is the 
manner in which it will be dealt with. 
Nothing up to this moment has been done 
which will prejudice in any way the policy 
of anyone who may be called upon to 
deal with the subject and who may think 
that the method which I have proposed 
is not the right one. Nothing has been 
done, nothing has been attempted, which 
can or will interfere with the liberty of 
anyone to carry into effect, if he can, 
a wiser and better system. I believe-- 
and I think I can prove to the House 
that the necessity which I believe to exist 
will prove to be a real necessity to every- 
one who deals with this problem, and 
that the moment any one finds 
himself face to face with the facts and 
figures which I have found myself face 
to face with, he will come to the same 
conclusion as I have—that you cannot 
on a long-service basis alone furnish a 
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reserve adequate to the demands which 
will; be made upon us in time of war; 
and that if you want to furnish and 
maintain such a reserve, as I believe 
we all do, you must resort to some 
form of short-service enlistment. 


Stk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) : Will the hon. Gentleman 
define what he means by short service 
and long service ? 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I have 
already defined quite clearly what my 
view is. I have made that abundantly 
clear, but I do not pretend that there 
is any magic about two as opposed 
to three years. What I say at 
present is that this matter is an open 
question to anyone who deals with 
it. I believe, because I have calcu- 
lated this matter, that the periods [ 
have recommended are those which will 
most easily conduce to the economy we 
desire, and to the creation of that reserve 
which is essential. But of this I am 
certain, that whoever deals with the 
question will have to face it as I have 
had to face it, and will have to consider 
the formation of a reserve concurrently 
with the economy which we all desire 
to effect. 


I ought to say something, but at 
present I shall not, about the question 
of officers. The question of officers is 
being dealt with by an Amendment to 
be proposed by my hon. friend the 
Member for the Newport Division. To 
me it is a most important question. It 
is a question which has been engaging 
the ceaseless attention of the Army Coun- 
cil. 
portant and well-qualified Committee is 
now engaged, It is a question of im- 
portance in war time, but I prefer that 
I should reserve anything I have to say 
on it until it is brought forward by my 
hon. friend. 


Nor do I desire to speak at length, or 
again, on the question of the Volunteers. 
I have made perfectly clear to the House 
what is my view with regard to the Volun- 
teers, and I believe my view, in spite of 
all that has been said of it, is that of 
nine-tenths of the Volunteer officers of 
this country. [An Hon. MemBer: No.] 
Well, whether it be so or not, I have a 

Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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very large amount of testimony to that 
effect, and I would say this, that, after 
all, this matter is not one that can be 
decided only by Volunteer officers. I 
want the officers who do not take the view 
I do to answer me these questions. Are 
they prepared to take issue with me upon 
this point? Are they prepared to 
say that the Volunteer force as it stands, 
man for man and officer for officer, is at 
the present moment necessary for the 
safety and welfare of the country? 
[Cries of “ Yes.”] If they are prepared 
to say so, are they confident that it is 
organised and officered and equipped in 
such a way as to be able to render that 
service? I want these two questions 
answered. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Yes 
and no. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes and 
no! I hope we shall have a reasoned 
answer to these questions. It will in- 
volve a direct categorical negative to the 
proposition which I have advanced that 
the Navy is the first defence of this coun- 
try. We have at the present moment 
in this country, apart from a Regular 
Army, apart from the Reserve, apart 
from the Royal Navy, apart from the 
Royal Marines, apart from all those who 
have served in the Army, Militia, and 
Volunteers, who can be relied upon to 
join the colours, we have no less than 
360,000 men who are tied to the soil of 
the country in the time of war. 


MaJor SEELY: Do you propose to 
abolish them ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, 
I do not. 

MaJor SEELY: Why not ? 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 


never expressed that view. I have ex: 
pressed the view which I think is logical, 
consistent, and coherent, that we should 
consent to a reduction of that force in 
order to increase its efficiency. I want 
someone to categorically affirm that the 
maintenance of 360,000 men in a time 
of peace in this island, tied to the soil by 
law, is necessary for the defence of the 
country against any danger which mat 
be reasonably apprehended. i 


} 
} 


\ 








iti ie ai et i i ee 


oer +. 


I 





eS *s Fr = 


ew YY 


ir, 


ve 
al, 
uld 


wnt 
the 
me 


the 
lay 











1417 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Supply. 


Central): There were 150,000 who went 
abroad the other day. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: If the 
hon. Member will allow me to say so, I 
am not misled by that observation. I 
have observed an interesting tendency 


on the part of my hon. friend to meet. 


me half way and to admit that the Volun- 


teers and Militia are maintained, or. 
largely maintained, for the purpose of | 


meeting a foreign enemy across the 
sea, and he has pointed out that they 
are most useful for that purpose. I 
am the last to deny the service they have 
rendered during this last campaign, but I 
ask the House of Commons whether, if 
that is what we are maintaining the 
Militia and Volunteers for, we are pursu- 
ing the right process to accomplish our 
ends. Is there any other business in the 
world in which you would follow pre- 
cisely the same course? If these troops are 
really to go abroad in time of war, would it 
not be better to urrange in peace time so 
that thes might fall into their places in 
war? Would not it be well to have a cer- 
tain number of officers on whom we could 
rely in time of war to organise their train, 
their transport, and equipment, and to 
arrange for this purpose on the basis of a 
foreign-going Army. That goes a great 
deal in advance of my own recommenda- 
tions at the present time, but I do recognise 
that if my hon. and gallant friend will 
meet me half way, a great deal might be 
done, because I am confident that there is 
magnificent material in the Volunteer force. 


cussions on the Army Estimates, we 
may at any rate endeavour to keep on the 


the defence of the country. I was sorry 
the other day to see a departure, if I may 
say so, from the canon which I have ven- 
tured to suggest to the House in the per- 
son of Lord Rosebery . 
melancholy view of the present posi- 


tion of the War Office ard of the Army | 
generally, and he raised a most mournful | 
wail over the impossibility of ever getting | 
anything done which he desired to see | 
That is not the way in which we | 


done. 


must approach this discussion. It is 


He took the most | 
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|as in the infantry. 
Now, Sir, I trust that, in these dis- | 


perfectly true that the Army has to) 


labour under difficulties which the army 
of no other country in the world has to 


| years. 
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labour under. [ was told the other day that 
there have been only three chiefs of the 
general staff of the German Army in 100 
To throw in my teeth the fact 
that that is not precisely a parallel to our 
own Army is not to make my path easier. 
If we are really in earnest in trying to 
get this matter right, and in trying 
to get an Army suitable to our needs, 
do not let it end in abuse, do not let 
it end in merely pointing out that this 
man or that man is incompetent. “Let 
it end in some concrete, positive sugges- 
tion. Let it end, if possible, in some 
agreement between the Parties who are 
responsible for the government of this 
country. Nothing will be gained, I am 
perfectly certain, by confining our dis- 
cussions on Army matters to purely per- 
sonal or Party disquisitions. 


I think I have a right to say that, how- 
ever just these criticisms may be—I think 
they have been overdrawn and exagger- 
ated. It is not given to the wisest, much 
less to the less wise, to do in seven months 
a great deal for the reorganisation of a 
great service. But I think I may fairly 
claim that the Army Council, of which I 
am a member, during the brief time in 
which it has admiristered the War Office 
has done something. We have, T believe, 
put the infantry in a position that is 
infinitely better than the position it occu- 
pied a year or two ago. We have intro- 
duced a scheme for the cavalry which, I 
think, is a most congenial scheme from 
the cavalry point of view, and is likely to 
promote the same efficiency of the force 
We have also, 
as a result of careful inquiry, produced 
a stheme for the reorganisation of 


‘the garrison artillery, which, I believe, 
main lines of what is really necessary for | 


will diminish the cost and _ increase 
the efficiency of that important branch 
of the service. We have brought the 
Guards up to their full strength—they 
were lamentably below it. We have 
co-operated with the Royal Navy both 
in our inquiries about matters which con- 
cern both servives and the execution of 
common duties side by side on shore and 
on shipboard. We have taken a step 
which I, at any rate, for years have hoped 
might be taken—we have handed over to 
the Navy the aquatic defences of our 
naval ports. That is an accomplish- 


| ment which, I believe will be entirely 


in the interests of both services. 
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We have made progress which, despite 
some of the criticism which has 
been directed against myself and the 
Department, is, I believe, genuine and 
rapid—progress with the new gun, of 
which the country will see proofs in a 
very few days. We have completed 
our reorganisation of the War Office 
and the administration of the Army at 
home on a basis which, I believe, will 
commend itself to those who have 
to work the system and conduct the 
work of that office in days to come. We 
have doubled the Intelligence Depart- 
ment. We have put our finger on one 
of the blots which were disclosed by 
the South African War, and we have 
reorganised the veterinary department 
of the Army. We have also made 
substantial additions to the medical staff 
of the Army, and we have commenced 
the construction, too long delayed, of 
the great military medical college in 
London. We have made some progress 
with the withdrawal of battalions from 
the Colonies. Finally, we have placed 
under the guardianship of the Govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada the great 
Imperial fortresses which are situated 
in that country, and it is a great pleasure 
to me to be able to say that the Dominion 
Government has undertaken to bear the 
cost of that important portion of our 
Imperial defences. 


For the future we are introducing two 
Bills which I hope will meet with the 
favourable consideration of this House. [I 
have already alluded to one of them—the 
Militia Bill. We are also introducing a 
Manceuvres Bill, which is of the most 
vital importance to the efficiency of the 
Army. Ido not think that is a very bad 
record for a very few months of adminis- 
tration under somewhat difficult circum- 
stances. 


Thave been made the subject of attacks 
—it may be that most War Ministers, uatil 
the ideal Minister comes, will be made the 
subject of attack, but I am not greatly 
moved by those attacks, and I shall not 
be greatly moved until [ find a greater 
consensus of opinion amougst those who 
attack me. I find I am dealing with at 
least six armies. J am dealing with the 
Army in India, the Indian Army, the 
Army at home, the Militia, the Volunteeis, 
and the great army of those who have 


Mr. Arnold-Forste;. 
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in the clubs of this city. I am not sue 
that the last army is not the most destruc- 
tive, the least patriotic, and the least 
helpful of all the six. But there is 
ene circumstance which is common 
to all these great armies, that those 
who belong to them and those who 
take a special interest in them regard 
these great divisions of our national 
organisation as quite independent jf each 
other. That is my djfficulty. That is, 
I am certain, the difficulty which must 
confront every Minister in my position— 
the absolute want of comprehension on 
the part of some persons in this country 
of the essential unity of our military 
forces. There ought not to be any essen- 
tial opposition between any of these great 
branches—except the last—in our Army. 
But there is no doubt that it exists ; and 
it finds expression in this House. It is 
one of the most perplexing and one of the 
most disheartening features of the de- 
bates in this House that we find Member 
after Member getting up and speaking 
with great conviction, some knowledge, 
and a desire to do his best for the country 
—solely in the interests of one branch or 
section of a branch of the forces of this 
country. Unless and until there is some 
eccmmunity of thought and action these 
difficulties will remain. But they are not 
essential difficulties. They must be got 
ove1, and until they are got over we shall 
not have the Army which we desire. 


I have not much more to say. I believe 
that in the proposals which I have made 
to the House and which I am perfectly 
ready to discuss, I have behind me 
the bulk of the Army, and I believe I have 
on my side the true interests of the nation, 
Let hon. Members remember that this is 
not a problem with which I am person- 
ally called upon to deal and from 
which they are exempt. My problem 
is then problem. It is the problem of 
every Ministry that will ever sit in this 
House. My difficulties will be their diffi- 
culties. I am not going to prophesy ; 
that would be a far too presumptuous 
thing to do; but I venture to express a 
belief that when this problem is studied 
in the light of modern conditions, as 
I have been compelled to study it, 
those who are called upon to deal with 
it will substantially come to the same 
conclusion that I have come to, that; 
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they will be guided, as I have been 
guided, I trust, by one thought alone, 
that is, the necessity for providing an 
Army with one qualification, and one 
only—namely, fitness for war and _fit- 
ness to succeed in war. 


Let us have done once for all with 
this demand for hurry. I may be 
blamed and scolded, but this is not a 
matter to be accomplished in seven 
months. I venture to say that any 
Party which can in seven months or 
fifteen months produce the same results 
in the right direction as we have pro- 
duced will have something to congratu- 
late themselves upon their success. The 
hon. Member for Oldham has said that 
the tide is rising that will sweep away 
the work that [ and the Army Council, of 
which 1 ama member, have accomplished. 
Well, Sir, there are some things that 
we have constructed which no tide will 
away. There are other things, 
I fully admit, which it will be within the 
powers of any one who succeeds me to 
sweep away. But I do not admit that 
anv one who has the true welfare of the 
Army at heart will be very desirous of 
sweeping away any portion of our work, 
unless and until he has prepared as a 
substitute something which his conscience 
and his knowledge tell him, and _ his 
experience confirms him in believing, is 
certain to produce better results than 
that which he destroys. 


sweep 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think it is usual on 
these occasion, when a Minister makes 
his speech before the House goes into 
Supply, that we should proceed to discuss 
the various Amendments which are 
standing on the Paper, and defer to a 
subsequent opportunity the general 
criticisms and discussions which must 
arise on the statement of the Minister. 
[ think that that is an excellent arrange- 
ment, and I am bound to say, as I have 
often found fault with other arrange- 
ments, thatin the arrangementlof business 
contemplated by the Ministry on this 
occasion they have contrived to give 
us practically the whole Government 
time next week for discussing this ques- 
tion. [am glad of the liberal interval, 
because I think it was M. Talleyrand 
who said he advised people always to 
distrust first impressions. I will not as- 
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sociate myself with the reasons which 
he gave for that advice. It was that 
first impressions are generally honest 
impressions. But the advice in itself was 
sound and useful. I must confess that, 
although the right hon. Gentleman 
has made a most able statement, and 
has explained what we always knew 
existed—his strong and earnest desire 
for the improvement of the Department 
over which he presides—we acknowledge 
that whether we agree with him in his 
methods or not he has not furnished us 
precisely with that which it was most 
important, in my opinion, the House of 
Commons and the country should have. 


The right hon. Gentleman devoted at 
least three-fourths of his speech to an 
exposition of his own opinions—of what 
he would do, what he contemplated doing 
in the future, the view that he takes of 
different parts of our military system. 
But what we want to know now, especi- 
ally after what has occurred, and knowing 
as we do the great activity the Cabinet 
has shown in these matters, is the opinion, 
not of the right hon. Gentleman, but of 
the Government. It was quite a relief 
and pleasant change when, towards the 
end of his speech, he began to recount 
what had been done by himself and his 
colleagues at the War Office in certain 
administrative matters, and when the 
pronoun “we” appeared in his speech for, I 
think, the first time, the right hon. Gentle- 
man turned on the unfortunate Members 
of this House and asked them a number 
of puzzling conundrums. To a certain 
extent he was right; but, after all, those 
conundrums do not take the first place. 
The questions that are most important 
are those that ought to be addressed to 
the Government themselves. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that we wanted not 
vague ideas, but concrete and positive sug- 
gestions. Where are the positive and 
concrete suggestions in the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman? On the main 
questions—and I will take the three which 
have excited interest in the country— 
of the future of the Militia, the future of 
the Volunteers, and the future terms of 
enlistment—we have received no assur- 
ance whatever. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has put off these three questions, 
but especially the last one, on to the 
back of the unfortunate person, whoever 
he may be, who is to be his successor. 
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I notice the singular fact that throughout 
his speech he never talked of what he 
would be able to do in another session. 
It was not what he hoped, on another 
occasion, to be able to do when the con- 
fusion that had been undoubtedly created 
by the drafts for the foreign Army 
which had put the whole question of en- 
listment and recruiting in a confused 
condition was over, but he saddled that 
on his successor. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said 
that if I was responsible for the conduct 
of this office next year I should certainly 
carry out the scheme I had laid before 
Parliament. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Are we to understand that the Govern- 
ment approve of the scheme of last year ? 
That is precisely one of the things we 
wish to know; and I hope that, before 
the beginning of next week, the Govern- 
ment will have made up their mind, one 
way or the other, on that important 
question. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
proposal was a home Army entirely short 
service, the shortest of short service, 
and another Army, which is of long 
service, to serve abroad. Have the 
Government accepted that proposal ? 
I am not speaking in any captious spirit. 
I am merely expressing what I am sure 
is the feeling of all those who have fol- 
lowed this controversy, and I hope that 
next week, at least, we shall have more 
information and more light than we have 
at present on this question. The right 
hon. Gentleman said we must not be in a 
hurry in these matters—that seven 
months would not be enough, and that 
seven years might not be enough. That 
was not the impression he gave us a year 
ago. He was very much in a hurry 
himself. He went down to the country 
and told his audience not only exactly 
what ought to be done but what were 
the difficulties in his way and that he 
thought he could get over them. The 
right hon. Gentleman has this merit, 
that he is not lacking in confidence in 
himself. I say that without any inten- 
tion of saying anything derogatory of 
the right hon. Gentleman. But he says 
now that we are not to be in a hurry. 


Sir H, Campbell- Bannerman. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The right 
hon. Gentleman has quoted something 
of what I said. But I think I also said 
on the same occasion that this might 
take twenty years to accomplish. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
But last year we were told that the Army 
was in a perilous condition and that it 
was a danger to the State. In what 
respect is it less a danger to the State 
to-day than it was twelve months ago ? 
I think the right hon. Gentleman will 
have to give us a little more explanation 
—I have no doubt he will—on these large 
questions next week. In the meantime, 
I am not disposed to enter further upon 
the discussion, because I think it is more 
in accordance with our usval practice 
and with the interest of the question, 
that we should defer further discussion 
until next week. 


*Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said he desired to move the Motion stand- 
ing in his name with reference to the 
necessity for increasing ‘he number of 
rifle ranges for Volunteer corps. For 
many years they had heard in the House 
and in the country of the necessity for 
providing further rifle ranges for Volun- 
teers. Personally, he had known the 
Volunteers for forty-five years, through 
his father’s connection with the force 
and also through his own; and during 
the whole of that period he had always 
heard it urged that the Volunteers had 
insufficient ranges for the purpose of 
carrying on necessary practice in shoot- 
ing. The recent Report of the Royal 
Commission on the Militia and Volunteers 
also pointed out the necessity of ranges 
and exercise grounds being provided at 
the cost of the State. Was it not, there- 
fore, time that the House seriously took 
up this important question, and settled 
it. They all knew the importance which 
was attached to shooting during the 
South African War. They were told by 
the most eminent military authorities 
that the Volunteers had performed most 
excellent service to the State during that 
war, and had shown an example which 
the Regular Army might well have 





followed. Lord Roberts stated that his 
experience had impressed him that uns 
less a man was an expert in the use of 
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the rifle, both at short and long ranges, he 
would be of very little use in modern war- 
fare. That was testimony which they 
could not afford to disregard; and it 
was in itself an ample excuse for calling 
attention to this most important question. 
One of the reasons why it was more 
important now than ever before was 
because of the highly increased range 
of the modern rifle. They had heard 
that the Boers made excellent practice 
at 1,500 yards, and could hit a convoy 
at 1,700 yards; he believed the new 
short rifle was sighted at 1,500 vards ; 
yet a recent Return showed that the 
great majority of the Volunteer rifle 
ranges were only 200, 300, and 500 yards 
in length. Therefore, it would be im- 
possible to adopt Lord Roberts’ advice 
with a rifle sighted at 1,500 yards on a 
200 yards range. 


There were, he knew, increasing diffi- 
culties*in getting long ranges owing to 
the objections of landlords and others ; 
but if the State were in earnest these 
difficulties could be overcome. If a 
railway company required a piece of 
ground a mile or two in length it very 
soon got it, although it was generally in 
a most populous part of the country, 
whereas the most suitable places for 
rifle ranges were in the less densely popu- 
lous parts. The Marquess of Huntly in 
snother place recentlystated that a Volun- 
teer battalion in Northampton found a 
suitable range on his own property ; and 
although he regarded it as a nuisance, 
he did not think it right to stand in 
their way. But when he went to the 
War Office they would oaly offer a third 
of the value. All honour to the noble 
Marquess for having given expression to 
this view. The landlords generally 
alleged that a range would interfere with 
their sporting rights. These rights might 
be valuable ; but the safety of the coun- 
try was more valuable ; and he thought 
that patriotic landowners ought to give 
away a small portion of their sporting 
rights for the good of the State. If 
they refuse’, the House ought not to 
have any hesitation in compelling them 
to give up the necessary land. There 
was a,typicaljexample'of the difficulties in 
the way of Volunteers in the case of the 
Northumberland Fusiliers, who had 
their headquarters at Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
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The range at which they had to practise 
necessitated a railway journey of ten or 
eleven miles and a two mile walk after- 
wards. When they got to the range they 
usually found that owing to two regi- 
ments being encamped there it was 
occupied by Regular soldiers, or also 
by a Militia battalion. Above all, there 
was a right of way across the range 
which created a further difficulty, there 
being sometimes a wait of a quarter of 
an hour between each shot fired. It 
was perfectly obvious that in the face of 
difficulties like these it was impossible 
for the Volunteers to obtain that efficiency 
at which they aimed. If the Govern- 
ment desired to make the Volunteer 
efficient in the limited time at his dis- 
posal, the best way was to make him an 
efficient shot. He did not think the 
country agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman that there was no fear of an 
invasion; disasters might happen to 
warships, and in any event we should 
have some force on which we could fall 
back when the Regular Army was en- 
gaged abroad as it was in South Africa 
1ecently. If they had the opportunity, 
the Volunteers were anxious to qualify 
and become efficient, they were pre- 
pared to give their time, but they were 
not prepared to sacrifice all their leisure 
time in attending ranges where it was 
impossible to carry out the practice they 
so much desired. The Government should 
seriously consider this matter, and see 
that the powers vested in the county 
and borough councils to acquire land 
for the purpose of providing ranges were 
put into force, and to insist on ranges 
being provided in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion. 


He trusted the right hon. Gentle- 
man in his endeavour to get efficiency 
instead of numbers would not sactifice 
the Volunteers. In the Volunteers they 
had men of the greatest intelligence, and 
when it was remembered that this magni- 
ficent force was obtained for about 
£1,200,000 a year, the cost of a single 
ironclad, it must be admitted that the 
country obtained a remarkably efficient 
foree for a very little money. They 
must also remember that the Volun- 
in time of 


teers went to the front 
peril in South Africa in large num- 
bers and fought for their country 
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and did their duty well. If par- | as the rifles they carried. If they were 


tially trained troops had to be sent 
abroad in the future he would far rather 
see the Volunteers sent out than men 
such as those to whom they had to pay 
5s. a day and who were sent out to 
South Africa in the second detachment 
of the Yeomanry, many of whom had 
no practice whatever at rifle shooting. 


Parsimony was not true economy, 
and the time to prepare for war 
was during peace, and one of the 


best means of preparing for war was 


to make the Volunteers efficient and 
to give the rifle ranges which were 


necessary to obtain efficient shooting. 
He was sorry to see that the sum of 
£170,000, which was given for this pur- 
pose in 1901-1902 and 1903 no longer 
appeared on the Estimates. Surely if 
it was necessary to give this sum in past 
years it was equally necessary to give it 
now, and he therefore trusted that 
the right hon. Gentleman would recon- 
sider the matter. He thought he had 
said enough to commend the Resolution 
standing in his name to the House. It 
was said that this country after Waterloo 
and the Crimea went to sleep. Do not 
let us commit the same error now. We 
had had a lesson in South Africa which 
we should take to heart. Let us not 
go to sleep on this matter, because in 
the future, whether we had to fight 
with savage, semi-savage, or civilised 
races, we might be satisfied that we 
should find them well up in shooting 
with modern weapons of precision. He 
therefore appealed to the House not to 
neglect the warning of Lord Roberts, 
and to give to the Volunteers the ranges 
which they now asked for. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) said he 
associated himself with every word 
which the hon. Member who had just 
sat down had said. This was a question 
of great local and Imperial importance. 
There was at Peterborough a most 
enthusiastic battalion of Volunteers who 
were most anxious to do their duty, and 
who fought for their country in the 
Boer War. The position so far as they 
were concerned was that they could not 
get a shot at all unless they tramped 
many a weary mile to a neighbouring 
range. If Volunteers were of any use, 
then ranges were as necessary for them 


Mr. Renwick. 


of no use, then supplying them with 
the rifles was an unwarrantable expendi- 
ture. He had been much surprised 
to hear that the Committee of Defence 
had come to the conclusion that an 
invasion of these islands was impossible, 
These islands had been invaded more 
often than any other part of the civilised 
world, and the Secretary of State would 
forgive him if he said that those who 
would not take lessons from _ history 
would not be very prudent in making 
provision for the future. He would 


‘not dwell on the invasions by the Romans, 


Danes, and Saxons, and early invasions, 
but would merely point out that, 
in 1066, William of Normandy invaded 
this country and completely changed 
the whole course of English history. 
In 1066 William of Normandy landed 
at Pevensey and remained there many 
weeks. In 1688, William of Orange 
invaded these islands and changed the 
course of English history. In 1745, 
England was invaded by Prince Charles 
Edward, and the course of history was 
nearly changed again. In 1797 1,400 
Frenchmen were for many weeks at 
Fishguard in Pembrokeshire. In 1798, 
12,000 Frenchmen invaded Ireland, and 
were there for three or four months. In 
fact, these islands had been invaded 
oftener than any other civilised country. 
It was no doubt true that science had 
made a revolution with regard to means 
of defence, but who would say that 
science had not also made a revolution 
with regard to means of attack and 
invasion by sea? He did not wish to 
enter into any controversy, but it was 
perfectly absurd for hon. Members to 
talk of this country never having been 
invaded. There had been one revolution 
which could not be denied, and that was 
the revolution from the old battalion 
and automatic method of drill. Indi- 
vidual initiative was now the great point 
that had to be obtained. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid that 
this point, as well as the hon. Member's 
interesting historical review, is rather 
remote from the question of whether 
there ought to be more rifle ranges. 


Mr. PURVIS said he was about ts 
speak of the necessity of sharp-shooting, 
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which, he believed, was germane to the 
Motion. The time had gone by when a 
battalion would march up in line until 
they could see the whites of the enemy’s 
eyes, then fire a volley point blank, and 
finish off with the bayonet. In these 
days individual initiative was every- 
thing, and the Volunteers, if they were 
fairly dealt with, might be supposed 
to equal, if not to excel, the automatically 
drilled Regular soldiers. If individual 
initiative was necessary, sharp-shooting 
was necessary, and to attain sharp-shoot- 
ing rifle ranges were required. He had 
pleasure in seconding the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘that’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the 
words ‘in order to promote and increase the 
efficiency of the Volunteer Force, it is necessary 
to provide an additional number of rifle ranges 
easily accessible to the members of the different 
corps ’—instead thereof.”’—( Mr. Renarick.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Sir LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) 
asked whether the Secretary of State for 
War could make a statement with regard 
to screen ranges. Two or three years ago 
Lord Roberts made certain speeches 
in the country in which he advocated 
the establishment of screen ranges. In 
one instance Lord Robert’s suggestions 
were adopted and a screen range was 
made from plans circulated by the 
Hythe authorities. While not desirous 
of pressing the right hon. Gentleman 
as to a matter still sub judice, he 
would be glad to know the view o* the 
War Office with regard to these screen 
ranges. Reference had been made to 
long-distance shooting. In his opinion 
it was far more important to bave for 
the Volunteers a large number of short- 
distance ranges than to have a few long- 
distance ranges. A range of 200 yards 
was quite sufficient for teaching the 
Volunteer recruit how to handle his 
rifle, to aim, and to shoot, and such 
Tanges were extremely valuable if they 
could be secured near large centres of 
population. For instance, Salford had 
a population of 230,000. It was ex- 
tremely desirable that for such a popu- 
lation there should be a near and 
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handy range for the convenience of the 
men, to save their time and money. 
His own Volunteer battalion, in which 
there were about 1,600 men, had no 
range nearer than Crowden, and con- 
sequently the men could go there only 
on Saturdays, and in order to shoot 
they bad to spend the whole of 
Saturday afternoon at the range. That 
was a great hardship upon the officers 
and men; it not only took up the whole 
of their Saturday afternoon, but it en- 
tailed also great expense upon the corps. 
If they could have a 200 yards range 
nearer headquarters they could make 
use of it on fine evenings during the 
week, thus saving time, and obviating 
very considerable expense. In this con- 
nection he thought the War Office might 
take into consideration the cost of travell- 
ing to and from the ranges. It would be 
in the interests of the Volunteers that 
they should have free transit to and 
from the place of shooting. 


With regard to screen ranges, they were 
constructed with a series of screens 
between the firing point and the target. 
The bullet passed through apertures, 
and, if properly aimed, struck the target. 
If the bullet went out of its course, 
it struck, say, on the first screen, went 
through the woodwork of the screen, 
struck a concrete screen a foot or two 
behind and fell down in the aperture be- 
tween the concrete and the wooden screen, 
and so was prevented from causirg injury 
by getting off the range. He believed 
the fault that had been found was that 
occasionally a bullet struck the iron- 
work at the edge of the aperture and 
then ricochetted. He would like to 
know whether the authorities at Hythe, 
or the right hon. Gentleman, could tell 
them whether the difficulty had beep 
obviated, and whether the screen ranges 
were still being advocated or made. He 
also wished to know how many of these 
ranges were in existence. Since the 
range to which he had referred was ready 
for use some eighteen months ago, 
he had had communications from several 
Volunteer battalions asking for informa- 
tion about screen ranges. He had given 
them the information which he had 
now given to the House. He did not 
know what the War Office had done, 
but he believed thatgseveral of these 
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that information, been stopped. He c:r- 
tainly wished to support the Motion 
made by his hon. friend. He thought 
that the Volunteers, certainly as regarded 
shooting, deserved every encouragement. 


Some of the best shooting had been done | 


by Volunteers, and though a large amount 
of money had been spent in years gone 
by on Volunteer ranges, he thought 
that if further money could not be 
expended, the War Office should, at 
all evenis, make an attempt to provide 
more ranges or greater conveniences for 
the Volunteers. The subject was one of 
great importance, and it was worthy 
of the consideration of the Committee 
of Defence. He would like the right 
hon. Gentleman to make some statement 
as to the views of the Hythe autbori- 
ties and the War Office, not merely on 
Volunteer ranges in general, but on screen 
ranges in particular. 


MaJor SEELY agreed as’ to the 
great desirability of having more 


such ranges as had been referred to if 
they could be obtained, but pointed out 
that they were extremely expensive, 
especially the long ranges. The matter 
to which he particularly wished to call 
attention was an unfullilled promise of 
the Secretary of State for War. It was, 
doubtless, very difficult for the right hon. 
Gentleman to provide all the ranges that 
were really essential if the Volunteers 
were to be efficient, but he could easily 
provide assistance for those rifle clubs 
which enabled Volunteers to learn how 
to shoot. The hon. Member for New- 
castle, who had pointed out that the 
Boers were extremely good shots at 1,500 
and 2,000 yards, would be interested to 
know that the Boers did nearly the whole 
of their practice at 50, 100, or, at most, 200 
yards. Short-range shooting had proved 
both in theory and in practice to be 
extremely valuable in teaching men to 
shoot at all ranges. That being so, he 
submitted that these rifle clubs, of which 
there were fourteen in his constituency, 
were doing a genuine piece of national 
work. Last year the right hon. Gentle- 
man promised definitely that he would 
give a grant to these clubs, but this year 
he refused to do so. Now the time had 
come for the money to be spent, and the 


amount was so small that it could not be | 


Sir Lees Knowles, 


{COMMONS} 


screen ranges had, in consequence of | 
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refused on account of the expense, be- 
cause some £30,000 or £50,000 was all 
that would be required. Last July the 
right hon. Gentleman promised to put an 
annual sum at the disposal of rifle clubs 
provided they came under the regula- 
tions in such a way as to make them a 
reasonably effective contribution in time 
of war. In consequence of that state- 
ment he asked the rifle club with which 
he was connected to communicate a 
memorandum to the right hon. Gentle- 
man stating that they were prepared to 
fall in with any suggestion with which 
they could possibly comply. They had 
had a perfectly definite promise and the 
House had a right to ask why that 
promise had not been actually carried 
out. He trusted the Secretary for War 
would be able to give a satisfactory reply, 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said that every member of the Volunteer 
force would be grateful to his 
hon. friend for having brought. this 
subject under the notice of the House. 
It might be that there was a wide differ- 
ence between the large problems put 
forward by the Secretary of State for 
War and this comparatively small detail, 
but if the right hon. Gentleman wished 
to secure that efficiency for which he 
had pleaded so eloquently, then he must 
look after details of this description. 
It seemed strange that he should resent 
the adverse criticism, not to say ridicule, 
which was sometimes poured upon the 
War Office. The public regarded 
the Volunteer force as a body which, if 
anything, must be able to shoot straight, 
but when they realised that a large num- 
ber of battalions had no opportunities of 
practising—or if they had opportunities 
they were so unsatisfactory that they 
were next to useless—it was not sur- 
prising that ridicule was poured upon 
the War Office. He happened to be as- 
sociated with a Volunteer battalion, and 
the only place they had in which to 
practise shooting was an underground 
tunnel, a sort of enlarged drain-pipe about 
100 yards inlength. The light was so bad 
that it was almost impossible to see the 
sightson the riflesand the atmospheric con- 
ditions were positively injurious. 
these conditions they had to carry ou 
their individual practices and collectiv 
firing. The money spent upon thi 
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musketry practice of this battalion would | 


be next door to being wasted. It was 
absurd to imagine that they could get 
efficiency under such circumstances. It 
was not beyond the power of the War 
Office to secure that the great Volunteer 
battalions around London should be 
provided with ranges within reasonable 
distances of their homes. There were 
in the Volunteer force men whose lives 
were spent in the open air, of strong, 
sturdy physique, with eyes keen and 
nerves strong, who could be made into 
excellent shots if only they had proper 
opportunities for practice. 

They ought to be told plainly whether 
the Volunteer force was really wanted or 
not. He wished the right hon. Gentleman 
wouldsay whathe thought about tnisforce. 
Reading between the lines, he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would like to 
say that the Volunteers ought to be 
abulished, but he dare not say it. Ii he 
did not think that they should be 
abolished, would he say what part they 
were expected to fulfil and what was the 
efficiency he was seeking to attain? If 
the Secretary for War put efficiency in 
shooting in the foreiront, then he 
must provide an adequate supply of 
rifle ranges. These men were 
perfectly willing to give up their time. 
They asked for no payment and they 
were willing to make the necessary 
sacrifices, but it was quite beyond their 
power to supply their own rifle ranges. 
When the War Office did take up this 
question of providing ranges they 
went about it in such a leisurely 
fashion as to excite the laughter of other 
men engaged in similar work. He did 
not know how long they would be before 
they got a satisfactory rifle range for the 
use of East End battalions, but he had 
been told that the Royal Engineers were 
likely to take twelve months providing 
them with a rifle range. Whilst they 
were waiting, battalions were going to 
pieces, and not only was the shooting 
suffering, but the Volunteer force was 
crumbling away because it took the 
heart out of both men and officers when 
they realised that one of their main 
objects could not be accomplished. Many 
of the officers had gone to the trouble of 
organising competitions, but how could 
they carry them out upon an underground 
tube of the kind he had mentioned ? He 
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had mixed among the Volunteers very 
considerably, and right and left he heard 
nothing but loud complaints against the 
War Office for not seeing that the men 
had the opportunity of becoming efficient. 
The Secretary for,War had pleaded for effi- 
ciency, and he had told them that they 
must increase the efficiency even if they 
reduced the force. In his opinion the 
very first step they must take to accom- 
plish this was to provide adequate rifle 
ranges. He thought his hon. friend had 
served a great public interest in bringing 
forward this question, and he trusted 
that he would persevere until they ob- 
tained a clear and precise answer as 
to what the War Office intended to do 
with the Volunteer force in this direction, 
thus removing what was crippling the 
force, namely, the feeling of uncertainty 
as to the future which undoubtedly 
existed from the commanding officer 
down to the youngest recruit. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.) said he sympathised withthe remarks 
of the Secretary for War, and more especi- 
ally with those dealing with half pay. 
He wished, however, that the right hon. 
Gentleman had relied more upon tne 
masses than the classes. The War Secre- 
tary had spoken of the magnificent 
material which he had behind him, but 
he apparently refused to use that material 
and preferred the soldier who cost the 
country £70 to the man who cost only 
£7a year. Whilst the right hon. Gentle- 
man might raise a fine Army of seven 
pounders he seemed to cling to the higher 
priced class. Last year he raised great 
hopes in the minds of men who were 
training themselves to shoot straight, 
without any cost to the nation. At that 
time he promised to devote £50,000 a year 
for the purpose, and in consequence of 
that promise many rifle clubs made their 
arrangements, only now to discover that 
they were not to have the benefit of that 
money. So far from Volunteers having 
received any encouragement whatever 
from the War Office, they had had 
obstacles put in their way. When the war 
fever broke out he thought they must 
have a rifle club in his district and he 
arranged at the War Office to be supplied 
with rifles, for which they paid ready 
money. They also paid for their own 


ammunition, and they were enabled to 
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shots, but so far from the War Office 
giving them any encouragement they 
charged them with rent for the range. 
He had in his pocket a letter, received Ly 
the secretary of a rifle club in his dis- 
trict, asking what was to be done, as they 
had been threatened by the War Office to 
close the range unless the arrears of rent 
were paid. ‘That was a threat held out 
to men who had paid for their rifles and 
for their own ammunition, and yet were 
threatened with the loss of the range if 
they did not pay the rent. He formed a 
short-range club in Norfolk, and they 
managed to get on without assistance 
until they were threatened that the 
Government would charge them for gun 
licences. He repeated that so far from 
receiving encouragement from the War 
Office they met with nothing but obstacles, 
and he asked the Secretery for Wer to give 
them 9 definite promise that, wherever 
possible, the rifle clubs should be allowed 
the use of Government ranges free of 
charge. 


*Mr. TUFF (Rochester) called atten- 
tion to the inadequate accommodation 
provided in the Thames and Medway 
district for the Volunteers and rifle corps. 
In May last there were 1,400 soldiers to be 
trained in shooting, and there was only 
accommodation for some 900. The ranges 
which were provided were very danger- 
ous, and men had been hit in con- 
sequence. He had been informed that 
these ranges were closed for three days 
last year. He hoped the Secretary 
of State for War would be able to do 
something in the direction of providing 
more ranges in that district. 


*Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER said there 
seemed to have been a misconception 
on the part of some speakers, who were 
under the impression that the Army 
Council was indifferent to the question 
of ranges. That was an entire mistake. 
No one who had heard this not unimpor 
tant discussion would suppose that the 
Volunteers alone had no fewer than 996 
ranges. It must be remembered that 
there were forty counties in England and 
thirty-two counties in Scotland. That 
number of ranges did not seem prima 
facie altogether inadequate. It was in- 
adequate in the peculiar conditions under 
Mr. Frederick Wilson. 
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themselves toevery man of common sense, 
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ments had to conduct their rifle practice, 
On the other hand, it must not be for- 
gotten that natural conditions would pre- 
vail over any artificial conditions. Hig 
hon. friend the Member for West Salford 
had shown immense patriotic and public 
spirit in providing a range at his own 
expense for the Salford Volunteers. His 
work had been set aside, not owing to 
any want of good will on the part of the 
War Office, but owing to the fact that it 
had been proved to demonstration by 
high authority that the continuance of 
the range would be a danger to the people 
living in the locality. The hon. Member 
had asked him whether the War Office 
had satisfied themselves that protected 
ranges should not be available. His 
answer was in the affirmative. They had 
no right, in view of the report they had 
received, to continue these protected 
ranges, and if they existed they were not 
continued under the protection o* the War 
Office. He was sorry that the hon. Mem- 
ber’s work should have been thrown away. 
He thanked him for what he had done 
and for the good intention which he had 
displayed. 

As to the criticism of the hon, 
Member for West Ham, he would say 
that he was not able to previde ranges 
for the whole of the class-firing of the 
Volunteers in the way suggested. It was 
a fact that with a rifle sighted up to 2,800 
yards they could not allow people to 
practice shooting in such a way as to cause 
danger to the users of the highways. It 
was necessary, lf the Volunteers were to 
fire, that they should be under restrictions, 
and the War Office did do what they 
could in this matter. Where the moun- 
tain would not come t» Mahomet they 
had to bring Makomet to the mountain. 
As hon. Members were aware, money was 
paid to the Volunteers for class-firing. 
It was desirable, he admitted, to have 
more ranges, but the fact was that a 
majority of the Volunteers were situated 
in great towns and it was impossible 
to yet in the immediate neighbourhood of 
towns ranges which would satisfy thef 
claims of safety. This was Lecomingf 
more difficult day by day, and the War 
Office were finding themselves compelled 
to close a certain number of the existing 
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They were at present spending £200,000 | 


Supply. 


on a range for the Regular Army, and in | 


the past very large sums had been spent 
on Volunteer ranges. There were three 


things which stood in the way of pro- | 
viding more ranges. In the first place there | 


was the question of money; secondly, 
at the present time the tendency of the 
House was not in the direction of addi- 
tional expenditure ; and, thirdly there 
was the law, which was not at all 
favourable to the State in this matter. 
He thought the law in relation to the 
purchase of land for purposes connected 
with the Navy and the Army was quite 
inadequate. He could only record his 


view that it was desirable that the law | 


for these purposes should be strengthened. 


The hon. and gallant Member for the Isle 
of Wight had somewhat uninientionally 
misrepresented him in referring to the 
subject of rifle clubs. Whenon a former 
occasion he spoke of the possibility of 
grants for rifle clubs, he did so, as in re- 
gard to all grants to the Volunteers, 
subject to one condition, and that was 
that there should be a reduction of the 
force, which would admit of money so 
saved being applied to increasing the 
efficiency of the force. He had never 
made any concealment of that view. 


Mason SEELY: You do not propose 
‘o give anything to rifle clubs. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that if 
he was to eflect economy by reducing the 
expense of the Volunteer force it was 


mpossible to anticipate that by spending | 


noney before the reduction had taken 
vlace. No one could be more desirous 
than he was to see a reduction effected, 
vecause he thought the numbers were 
excessive. He could assure the 
Member that he was not in the least 
anxious to withdraw from any pledge 
he had given. He had said over and 
over again that he did not believe the 
House and the country would permit 
him or anyone else to come down there 
and ask a large addition to the Army 


Kstimates at the present time, and if they 
_ were to do what they all desired to be | 
| done not only in regard to the Volunteers | 
but the Regulars it must be done subject | 
to the fulfilment of the condition he had | 


stated, Last year thirty-three ranges 
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were opened, and twenty-eight were now 
under construction for the Volunteers 
and Yeomanry Only. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Can you 


tell us how many were closed last year ¢ 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
were twenty-six. [A laugh.] The hon. 
Member smiled, but the two things had 


really nothing to do with each other. 
Ranges were closed because they were 
o ¢ 


compelled to close them. He entirely 
associated himself with what had been said 
by the hon. Member behind him as to the 
value of short ranges, and he thought 
that progress must be made in that 
direction. He believed that any man 
who could shoot well at a 100 yards 
could be trained to shoot well at 1,000. 
It was necessary to have behind the 
target between 1,20) and 2,000 yards 
in order to have safety. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: We 
give them Sheffield armour plates. 


Can 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said if his 
hon. friend would communicate with 
him in regard to any particular case 
he would consider it.” {[t should 
remembered that rifle clubs were 
part of the organisation of the Army. 


be 
not 


Mr. RENWICK asked leave 
draw the Amendment. 


to with 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


CoLoneEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) called attention to the 
dearth of efficient officers in the Army 
and Auxiliary Forces. He did not think 
he need dwell on the gravity of the 
situation unfolded by the latest 
Returns, They were quite aware, from 
the lessons of the South African War, 
and also from the lessons of the war 
now going on in Manchuria, of the neces- 
sity of having a full complement of 


as 


officers. The tendency of modern 
|warfare showed that it was de- 
sirable, if possible, to have more 


highly-trained officers who were capable 
of initiative. It was also of immense 
importance that there should be in the 
country, available for any emergency, a 
| considerable reserve of officers able to 
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undertake on short notice the supervision 
of small bodies of troops. In regard, first 
of all, to the Volunteers, he wished to point 
out that there were no less than 2,763 
officers short of the number required to 
efficiently officer the ba‘talions. It might 
be that a reduction would be made in 
the total number of Volunteers, and 
therefore, there would be a reduction in 
the total number of officers requi’ed. 
Still, under any ci:cumstances, it certainly 
stood out that there was a large deficiency, 
which was a diawback to the effi-iency 
of the force being properly maintained. 
It was not for him to speak specially 
for the Volunteers, but he thought it | 
“was worth consideration whether there | 


was nothing which could be done to get rid | system 


of this extremely awkward and undesir- | 
able state of things. Could anything be 
done by the Department to make the 
service more attractive, or could certain 
personal or social advantages be offered 
them? He noticed that a body repre- 
senting the Volunteers lately passed a 
resolution in which they attributed the 
insufficient supply of officers to the un- 


certainty of the future of the force, 
and as to the obligations which the 


service would entail. Well, the uncer- 
tainty as to the future of the force would 
be now set at rest, and as to obligations, 
it was acknowledged that these should 
be made as clear as possible. That was 
essential to good administration in every 
way. He thought there had been a little 
lack in giving Volunteer officers that 
full meed of gratitude they deserved for 
all the time and money they sacrificed. 
Then, when a Volunteer battalion was 
in camp and the officers were called upon 
to meet the various liabilities of camp 
life, they should be paid rank for rank 
exactly on the same footing as officers 
in the same branch of the regular service. 

The Militia was short of 943. officers, 
which meant that many of the Militia 
regiments must be inefficient. The chief 
and only remedy for that, in his opinion, 
was a closer and more efficient arrange- 
ment by which officers from territorial 
regiments could be interfused more readily 
than at present with the officers of the 
Regular regiments, or transferred from 
time to time from the one to the other. 
The Yeomanry were short of 338 officers. 
His own little experience of the Yeo- 
manry made him think that it would be 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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best to leave them to work out their own 


Supply. 


salvation. They were locally a very 
popular force, and attracted to them- 
selves an excellent type of officer; and 
as long as they had at their head a com- 
manding officer of territorial influence the 
regiments were extraordinarily efficient 
and brought to a high standard. In 
the Saeneer Army there was a defic slency 
of 225 officers—three in the Household 
Cavalry; fifty-three in the Cavalry of 
the Line; forty-four in the Foot 
Guards, 112 in the Infantry of the 
Line ; and thirteen in the Army Service 
Corps. 


Was there anything in the present 
which prevented the Army 
getting the whole number of officers re- 
quired ? Possibly one of the causes was 
the new arrangement by which young 
officers had to go through a two years 
training instead of one at Sandhurst, 
while the accommodation for them had 
not been doubled. It was said that the 
standard of examinations had been 
raised so as to allow only the number to 
pass that could be accommodated at 
Sandhurst now. If that were the reason, 
the accommodation should be enlarged. 
Another cause was alleged to be that the 
expense was too great. That question 
had been discussed for twenty years, 
and a good deal had been done in the 
direction of relieving young officers of 
expense, such as in furnishing quarters 
and the mess rooms, and in other direc- 
tions reducing the cost to young officers 
when they first joined. This matter 
should be carefully watched by the 
Secretary of State, and a stop put to any: 
thing like undue extravagance. Had 
the deficiency been caused by the con 
ditions of service being mede distaste: 
ful? In his opinion there had grow: 
up a tendency t» rather overdrive young 
officers. They were forced to go through 
too many courses of instruction and not 


allowed sufficient time to occupy them 


selves in their own legitimate pursuits 
Although young officers should be en 
couraged to go “throw: th various course: 
of instruction, these should not be mad: 
into a special military treadmill. He woul 
really recommend to the Seerctary of Stat 
for War and to every commandin 
officer to try to arraage that every youn; 
officer, after his first probation, shoul 
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have a legitimate amount of free leave | 


every year. A man wes always a better | 
officer when allowed to get away for a 
certain fixed term in the year, to meet | 
with his own people, and to afford him | 
an opportunity to indulge in some legiti- 
mate sport. All that made him keener 
in carrying out his professional work on 
returning to duty. 


But there 





was a more serious 
question underlying the deficiency 
of officers than all that. Were we, 
or were we not, by our present 


system, making the best use of the raw 
material for young officers of which there 
was a superabundance in the country 2 
Surely there was something wrong in a 
system which allowed of such a defi- 
ciency on the one hand and such a super- 
abundance on the other. People might 
say that, after all, the standard of ex- 
amination was not very high; but if 
it were the fact that we were short of | 
young officers, and that yet there were 
large numbers of the best sort of young 
men who did not go into the Army, 
then it must be because the latter could 
not pass the examinations. Could not 
the conditions of these examinations be 
telaxed ? They had seen something of 
that lately in the Navy. One of the 
ablest and cleverest things which Lord 
Selborne had done at the Admiralty 
was the rearrangement of the conditions 
for the entrance of cadets into the Navy. 
That was common sense. There ought 
o be two types of officer in the Army. 
They wanted an abundance of keen, in- 
‘elligent, highly-educated officers, who 
vere equal to advancing to the command 
of a regiment or a division, and to under- 
taking all the highly technical work 
which was part of the duties of an officer of 
very high degree. They wanted that 
type, and should encourage it. But, 
uiter all, the number of men who could 
achieve high position in the Army was 
limited ; and they also wanted a large 
supply of officers who would have the 





attached to them; who would act as 
personal commanders ; but who did not 
intend or wish to make the Army their 
profession for all time, although they 
desired to spend eight or ten of the best 
years of their lives in doing their work 
thoroughly and efficiently. The Army 
should have plenty of men of that type. | 


VOL. CXLIII. [Fourrn Serizs.] 
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At present there were a great number 
of vacancies which might be filled by 


| officers of that stamp on not too exacting 


conditions. 


He would suggest that the entrance 


to the Army should be thrown open 
wider on the understanding that a 


candidate who did not attain a certain 
standard should accept a commission 
on the aistinct condition that it would 
only carry him up to the rank of, say, 
captain. They would get plenty of 
young men eager to accept. What 
would happen? There might be a 
period of active service; and in that 
case many of these officers would earn 
for themselves such a good name that 
not even the sternest reformer would 
think of turning them out of the Army, 
and would only be too glad of their 
services. Another percentage would 
gratify the ambition that would be 
aroused when they became British offi- 
cers and would determine to satisfy the 
higher standard. These two large sections 
would qualify for further promotion, 
and prove themselves as useful as the 
officers admitted under the present system. 


| Those who did not care to qualify to pro- 


ceed beyond the rank of captain would 
pass out of the Army, having received 
a very valuable training. They would 
be the men who would form the reserve 
officers when, as during the South African 
War, the country would give anything 
for them. Surely, if there were a short- 
age in the Volunteers, Yeomanry, and 
Militia it could be supplied by the very 
type of officer who was perfectly willing 
to make himself thoroughly efficient and 
competent for so much service as he 
cared to undertake. Surely the Army 
should not maintain its present system 
when it was in its power to getany number 
of the officers wanted in this manner, 
and who could not be obtained under 
the present system. He would suggest 
to his right hon. friend and to those who 
were studying this important problem 
that they should recognise that it would 
be wise, prudent, and statesmanlike to 
make use of those willing to come in, 
and who were competent and able to 
render the service demanded by the 
Army. He would not elaborate the 
question, but he hoped it would have the 
attention of his right hon. friend and 


3 D 








1443 


those interested in it, and that the supply 
to which he had referred would be utilised 
in the future. 


Army 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 





SUPPLY, 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That a number of Land Forces not 


exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be main- | 


tained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland at 
Home and Abroad, excluding His 


Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the | 


year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1906.” 


*CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said he wished to refer to the question 
which had been dealt with by the right 


hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member | 
for the Newport Division of Shropshire | 


as to the adequate supply of Army 
officers. He thought that neither the 
House nor the public realised the gravity 
of the situation, inasmuch as it not only 
affected the constant supply of officers 
in time of peace, but also the question of 
a sufficient reserve of officers in the 
event of war. It would be within the 
knowledge of the Committee that the 
Prime Minister had said that the only 
instance in which this country would be 
called upon to place a really large Army in 
the field was in the event of warlike opera- 
tions on the North-West Frontier of India, 
and in that event it would be requisite 
to place an Army in the field out of all 
proportion to the present Army and to 
keep it supplied with an immense force 
of men. The late South African War 
was only a small war as compared with 
that which would take place for the de- 
fence of our Indian position. 


take officers of all units, who 

thoroughly unfitted to perform 

duties in time of peace and still less in 

time of war. The question before the 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


were 
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Government was whether they had taken 
sufficient steps to secure the needful 
supply of officers. The way in which 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
suggested that the existing deficiency 
should be supplied was by lowering the 
| standard intellectually and educationally 
‘in favour of greater physical power. 
He challenged the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman to say whether officers in the 
British Army had ever been found defi- 
‘cient in physique. On the contrary, 
so far as physique and physical exercises 
were concerned, British officers were 
superior to officers of almost any other 
Army in the world. They had been 
found to have a lesser standard as tre- 


Estimates, 1905-6. 





| garded general education and _intelli- 
i gence. That was not his dictum. It 


| was the statement of such distinguished 
soldiers as Lord Wolseley, Lord Roberts, 
Sir Ian Hamilton and Sir William Butler. 
The result was that they got into the 
| Army during the war a number of men 
who under normal conditions could not 
have entered it. Sir William Butler drew 
attention to the fact that a number 
of the younger officers were deficient 
even in the rudiments of education. 
| A number of these officers were sent out 
to India, and Sir Power Palmer, the 
Commander-in-Chief in India at that 
‘time, had to point out the great loss of 
time and the expense of sending these 
officers through the garrison 
their education being such that they 
were incapable of taking advantage of 
the garrison classes ; and he was compelled 
to establish a preparatory class to 
educate the officers up to a standard s9 
that they might be able to take advantage 
of those classes. From that point of 
view our officers were below the standart 
and wanting in elementary education 
Sir Power Palmer declared at a publi 
lecture at the United Service Institutioz 
that the average English public schoo 
boy was not fit for the Indian Army. 
The Report of the Commi:tee which sat 
to consider this question brought ow 
three facts: first, that the standard o 
intellectuality and education of our youn; 
officers was below the mark ; second, tha: 
we were hampered in our expedition: 
by the fact that our officers in thé 
respect were inferior to those of any arm! 
| of the world; and thirdly, that while th: 
| greatest efforts were being made t 


classes, 
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improve the intellectual training of every | 


Army of the world we were taking very 
litte trouble indeed todo so, Theevidence 
before the Committee brought to light 
the fact that keenness in their profession 
in young officers was out of date; that 
to take great interest in his profession 
was not correct form, and the object of 
the young officer was to do as little work 
as possible, The blame for this did not 
lie entirely at the door of the young men 
who wished to become officers. It was 
admitted that we had the best material 
and that if that material was properly 
trained in the first instance our officers 
would not be as they were at present— 
educationally and intellectually below 
the average of the officers of other nations. 
A good deal of the blame lay at the door 
of our public schools. The tendency of 
a public school was to prevent «a boy 
receiving that which was necessary if he 
was to become a British officer, namely, 
a proper grounding in history and 
English literature and such subjects as 
were taught at a different class of school 
altogether. Speaking as an ex-officer and 
a University prizeman, he desired to point 
out that the majority of the young men 
who came from our public schools, where 
they had been perhaps for five years, 
came with a smattering of Latin, a 
‘lighter knowledge of Greek, and with- 
put sufficient grounding upon which 
(0 educate a British officer. At the 
oresent time the officer in the British 
\rmy compared most unfavourably with 
ihe officer in the British Navy. The 
officers in the latter service entered earlier, 
ind were specially trained in those sub- 
ects which bore on their profession, but 
ihe men who were turned into the Army 
iad not the proper groundwork to com- 
nence with, and the senior officer could 
lot be blamed for not training young 
nen whose education left no foundation 
pon which it was possible to build. 


If there was to be a constant and full 
supply of officers there were many ways of 
setting them. ‘The first was to reduce 
‘he expenditure as regarded mess, and in 
she cavalry the cost of horse, uniform and 
quipment, but over and above that, if 
che right class of men were to be ob- 
tained, their calling must be made a 
profession. Enough pay must be given 
to enable the officer to live upon it. The 
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officer in the Navy, after a very short 
time, was enabled to exist upon his pay; 
the officer in the Army, on the contrary, 
was compelled for many years to be a 
burden to his family. The reason that 
the officers of the Indian Army were in 
all respects superior to the officers of the 
British regiments was because they had 
adopted the Army 4s a profession, and 
after a certain number of years knew 
they could retire on a pension on which 
they could live. To obtain officers by 
lowering the standard of intellectuality 
and general education was absurd, because 
a large supply of officers of the wrong sort 
was almost as bad as no officers at all. The 
true methodsof obtaining a suitable supply 
of officers was to give a proper rate of pay, 
to make the calling such that some import- 
ance attached to a knowledge of the pro- 
fession, to give a proper retiring allowance, 
and not to force men who hadshownthem- 
selves to be competent officers to retire 
at a time of life when they were fit for 
further service. He begged to move 
a reduction of 500 men. 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 
proposed, ‘“‘That a number of Land 
Forces, not exceeding 220,800, all ranks, 
be maintained for the said Service.”— 
(Captain Norton.) 


Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) agreed with the remarks of the hon 
Member for West Newington with regard 
to officers’ expenses, a subject which he 
thought was quite as important as the 


| question of the new rifle recently brought 


before the House. The insufficiency of 
officers in the cavalry branch of the 
service was largely due to the unnecessary 
expense to which they were put, and the 
same remark applied to the Foot Guards. 
Unless the present system was altered, 
the Army would soon have to depend 
for its officers upon the class of men who 
had money but no brains. As the dis- 
tinguished “‘ Arthur Orton” used to say, 
‘Some has money, and some has brains, 
but very few people have both,” and the 
class with brains but without money was 
being worked out. The War Office must 
either reduce the expenses of the cavalry 
service or put up with officers who could 
not pass examinations, who were “ the 
fools of the family,” “numskulls,” or 
‘“‘ wasters ;” they would have to take 
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the son of the South African millionaire 
because he had a balance at the bank, 
and leave out the son of the country 


Army 





gentleman because he could not afford 


to serve in the cavalry. He did not mean 
to say that that obtained at present. 
He had a sonin the cavalry, and he was 
certainly not a South African millionaire, 
but it was what would happen unless 
the system was altered. The Commis- 
sion presided over by the present Home 
Secretary did a great deal in this direction. 
What they said was that the cavalry 
officers, who should be the eyes and ears 
of the Army, and on whom the safety of 
the Army and the country often depended, 
ought to be able to draw a good contour 
map, to speak one or two foreign 
languages, to write an intelligent letter, 
to shoot, and to ride. In order to get 
such men it was necessary to reduce the 
expenses of the cavalry service, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
certainly did his best in that parti- 
cular. But while expenses were reduced 
at home, cavalry officers in India were 
treated very differently. Thus, to take 
two cavalry regiments with the same 
pay in the Army List and under the 
same direction of the War Office; in one 
the officer was given his chargers, in 
the other one was supplied and the 
officer had to pay £90 for the other; in 
one the officers were given their full salary, 
and in the other the War Office made 
them pay for their mess. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Indian 
Government makes them. 


Str CARNE RASCH reminded the 
right hon. Gentleman that he bad just said 
that he had to look after several armies, 
of which the Indian Army was one. 
Then as to the matter of dress. The 
extraordinary changes that were made, 
apparently for no other purpose than 
to increase expense, made it almost im- 
possible for officers to live without some 
means in addition to their pay. Quite 
recently the War Office had altered the 
putties, sashes, sword-hilts, and stripes ; 
but the most absurd Order of modern 


times was tbat an infantry officer should — 


provide himself with a frock coat at a 
cost of eight guineas which could be 
worn only at Courts martial. That 
surely was an absurdity. When the 
Sir Carne Rasch, 
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greatest soldier of all time marched into 

| Berlin in 1806, the study into which he 
| was shown was littered with patterns 
of caps, swords, and tunics, and Napoleon 
said— 


| 


“If the Prussian army had only been taught 
to fight as they have been taught to dress, I 
should not have been here.” 

The book of dress regulations for the 
Army was a perfect mine of informa- 
tion; he had never seen anything 
like it. Certain regiments were allowed 
to wear linen collars, others were 
not. Cavalry regiments were to have 
forty-two lines on their buttons, while 
infantry regiments bad only _ thirty- 
two. What the lines were he had not 
the faintest idea. Certain regiments 
had three buttons on their waistcoats, 
others had five. Boots were to be 
made to fit the leg—not the arm it was 
to be observed! Officers were on no 


account to go into action in brown 
gloves. Sword hilts had been altered 


again and again. In Highland regiments 
they were to be of iron, in the Royal 
Medical Corps, of gilt; in the infantry, 
of nickel, and in the cavalry, of steel. 
What on earth was the use of all these 
changes and absurd regulations? They 
took one’s mind back to the days of 
Thackeray, who wrote about a regiment, 
which he called “The Queen’s Own 
Popinjays,” and held the whole thing 
up to ridicule and contempt, as many 
Members would like to do now. He 
would suggest that the place of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Belfast at the War Office should ve taken 
by the editor of the Tador and Cutter. 
If they wanted to attract officers to the 
cavalry they must either reduce the 
expense or give them better pay, or 
else they would get an inferior class oi 
men who could not and would not pas: 
the examinations. He hoped hon. Mem 
bers would not think that be had frivo-: 
lously taken up the time of the Committee 
with these details and he trusted that 
the Secretary of State for War would 
give his attention to them. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire. 
Ilkeston) said he had listened with inter 
est to the lively and somewhat causti 
speech of his hon. and gallant friend 
opposite, and no doubt the Secretary 
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of State for War would make a note as 
to the necessity of bringing about the 
reforms which had been asked for, and 
which, in his opinion, would be very 
useful. He thought less attention should 
be paid to details of this kind, and more 
attention should be given to those things 
which tended to make the Army a more 
powerful fighting machine. With regard 
to the Army Medical Corps he had not 
received anything like a_ satisfactory 
answer to the criticisms he had made and 
the questions he had put upon a former 
occasion. He rose on the present oc- 
casion in order to press for some explana- 
tion of the figures which the right hon. 
Gentleman gave when they discussed 
this question before. The Secretary of 
State for War told them that the Army 
Medical Staff had been increased by 
some 462 officers. 
interest at the Estimates, and he found 
that the increase in the Army Medical 
:taff amounted to about fifty-two alto- 
gether, and he was, therefore, unable to 
understand the increase which the right 
hon. Gentleman referred to in his speech 
upon that occasion. He was glad that 
the Army Medical Staff had been 
increased by the numbers given, and 
that more money had been taken to 
jmake that department more efficient. 
He had no doubt that the right hon. 
ientleman would carry out the policy 
of his predecessors and try to make 
the Army Medical Department what it 
ought to be in order to prevent disaster, 
and in order that they might be able to 
send a strong, vigorous, and healthy 
sArmy into the field. They had not yet 
attained that ideal, and as he had pointed 
out upon a previous occasion, if they 
studied the methods of the Japanese— 
}who had taken our knowledge and applied 
it with great precision and minuteness, 
and had attained a success which no other 
army had every attained as regarding 
the health of its units—they would do a 


Army 


He noticed that whilst the right hon. 
Gentleman was taking more money for 
the Army Medical Department for the 
military medical men and _ increasing 


year for years past, he was also taking 


practitioners. What was the 
for this ? If they were having more Army 





more money than ever for civil medical | 
reason. | 
ought to be doing, and if they were taking 
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good day’s service to the British Army. | 


their strength beyond the numbers of any , 
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medical officers why did they also want 
more civil practitioners? There must 
be some error or waste in one direction, 
or the other. It was claimed two or 
three years back that the normal amount 
required for the payment of civil prac- 
titioners would be about £16,500 per 
annum. Last year the Estimate was 
£36,000, and the other day they hed an 
additional Estimate of £20,000, making 
for last year, with the Supplemen- 
tary Estimate, an expenditure of £56,000 
in one year for civil medical prac- 
titioners. That was an enormous sum, 
more especially when they took into 
consideration the fact that at the same 
time they had“a larger Army Medical Staff 
than in any previous year. The hon. 
Gentleman who represented the War 
Office said the other day that the con- 
ditions in South Africa had something 
to do with this, for he stated that they 
required more of the Army Medical 
Staff in South Africa than had been anti- 
cipated. But surely that did not account 
for the fact that in every divisional com- 
mand there was now almost double the 
sum required for civil medical practi- 
tioners. Whilst this kind of thing was 
going on he understood that they had 
Army medical officers looking after 
recruiting while the soldiers were 
being attended by civil medical practi- 
tioners who were also attending to their 


wives and children. There must be 
some disorganisation or some error in 
this arrangement. If they had more 


Army medical officers the best thing was 
to let them do the daily work of their 
profession. He believed that this was the 
result of a policy which had probably 
been forced upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man by the Advisory Board, to the effect 
that he should not keep Army medical 
officers in small localities or towns and 
districts where there was little for 
them to do. It was considered that 
if they did the doctors would get rusty 
in their work. That might be true, but 
if so, how was it that in all divisional 
commands such as Aldershot they 
required more civil practitioners now than 
they did before, although they had a 
larger number of Army medical men than 
last year. Why was that? If they 

had civil medical practitioners psi 
certain work that Avmy medical officers 
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the Army medical officers from their close 
attention and relations with the troops, 
then they were doing something which 
was injurious to the Army. Work done for 
the soldiers would keep them up to their 
duty, and if the doctors were of the right 
stamp they would not get rusty, and then 
they would save this money which was 
now being spent upon civil practitioners. 
By putting the Army doctors to their 
proper duties they could save the country 
the £40,000 or £50,000 which was now 
being spent upon civil practitioners. 
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If there was any scheme in the mind of 
the right hon. Gentleman such as he ought 
to have in connection with the civil practi- 
tioners, he ought to be able to build up a 
reserve Army Medicel Corps for time of 
war. He ought to have some system 
by which civil practitioners should be 
attached to the Army by engeging the 
services of the house surgeons in the 
various provincial centres, thus keeping 
up a connecting link between civil doctors 
and the Army Medical Staff, so that 
theWar Office would know where to apply 
for the right kind of men to do the extra 
werk required by active service. If 
the Secretary of State for War had to 
put two Army Corps into the field he 
would find that he had 40 per cent. 
too small a number of Army medical 
officers for that purpose ‘This was 
not a satisfactory condition of things, 
and it ought not to exist. He wished 
to have from the right hon. Gentleman 
some explenation es to how it was that his 
Estimate for civil practitioners was going 
up by leaps and bounds even when 
many more doctors had been included in 
the Estimates for this year. The normal 
Estimate a few years back was about 
£16,500; it was now £37,500. This 
increase coincided with an increase in 
the Army Medical Staff, which was 
greater this year than it had been 
for many years past. If the right 
hon. Gentlemen could give any ex- 
planation of these facts he would eluci- 
date what, up to the present, had been 
to him a great mystery. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.) 
said the shortage of officers in the 
Auxiliary Forces, and even in the Army 
itself, was a serious matter. The whole 
point in connection with that shortage 
Sir Walter Foster. 
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lay in the fact that the amount of pay 
given to officers of the Regular Army 
was very meagre indeed. The shortage 
of officers in the Volunteers and Militia 
was due, he believed, to the hesitation 
which men had in joining these forces 
on account of the nature of the prospects 
held out to them. There was no doubt 
that the pay of the junior officer in the 





Army was inadequate in the changed 
circumstances of the present time. It 
was a very curious thing that there had 
not been any addition made to the pay 
of the junior officer for nearly 100 years, 
He would point out to the Secretary of 
State for War that there was no shortage 
whatever disclosed by the figures relating to 
the artillery and the engineers, the reason 
being that the officers in these branches 
of the service had special pay which 
made their emoluments much higher 
than those of the officers in the Line or 
the cevalry. 

deal had been said about 
the expenses of the cavalry. These 
expenses had been very much cut 
down of |.te years, buc it was. still 
very difficult for men to join cavalry 
regiments which were serving at home. 
He would ask the Secretary of State’ 
when giving attention to this question 
not to make the regulations so stringent 
thet it would be impossible for men 
without means to be in a cavelry regi- 
ment at all. In the past the country 
had derived considerable benefit from 
men who joined cavalry regiments 
and the Guards, and gave good service 
until they came into their estates anc. 
left the Army. If they were going tc 
exclude a man because he was better off 
than his neighbours, he thought they 
would cut off a supply which was begin- 
ning already largely to dwindle in regard 
to the cavalry. One of the reasons 
why they did not join now was that the 
conditions of service in the Army were 
very onerous. In the first place the 
work was a great deal harder than it 
used to be. The amount of time given 
for leave and recreation was a great 
deal less. It seemed to him that they 
could not have it both ways. If they 
expected officers to devote more time 
to the profession, and if they diminished 
the amount of leave which they had 
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was that the officers would have to be 


better paid. Otherwise the men would 
find another profession. So far from 
any improvement having been made 
in their pay, there had been, on the 
contrary, a serious loss suffered by the 
officers in the mounted branch through 
the diminution of their allowances. 
Formerly the junior officers had a forage 
allowance for three horses. Now that 
was cut down to an allowance for two 
horses, with the result that the officer 
was out of pocket to the extent of no less 
than £20 a year. As to the old colonels 
on the staff, he understood that their 
emoluments in future were to be cut 
down. They were going to be paid 
fixed sums, and nothing was to be 
allowed for forage, servants, or lodgings, 
That was a pity. The men were dis- 
gusted, and those who had looked for- 
ward to a higher position than that of 
subaltern officers, seeing the emoluments 
taken away, were naturally giving up 
the profession. 

He understood there had been com- 
plaints as to the of the 
saddlery supplied to officers. He 
did not think saddlery of an inferior 
description should be supplied. There was 
als» a complaint as to the inferior class of 
furniture provided for officers’ quarters, 
and as to the charge which the War Office 
made for the hire of it being too large. 
Another point which weighed with men 
who joined the Army was that under 
existing conditions there was no security 
of tenure. By a stroke of the pen the 


badness 


'Army might be cancelled, and a new set 
of regulations might be introduced which 
would deprive them of the advantages 


+ conditions under which men entered the 
4 
4 


ithey might have had. A man might be 


dismissed at a moment’s notice without 
trial or Court-martial of any sort, and 
with no reason given. These condi- 
tions made many men very chary of 
entering the service. He would probably 
be taunted by the Secretary of State 
with being one of those who advocated 
economy in the abstract, but who, when 
it came to the practical details, asked for 
an increase in the Estimates. How- 
ever that might be, he did not think they 
could have an Army of any value without 
professional officers, and if they had pro- 
fessional officers they ought to pay them 
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accordingly. There were little distinc- 
tions in the various branches of the Army 
which were dear to the heart of the 
soldier. In a volunteer Army it was 
upon these differences that the popularity 
of particular regiments depended. One 
of the attractions which induced men 
to enter particular regiments was the 
uniform. Although all would like to see 
expenses reduced, it was impossible in a 
volunteer Army to entirely do away 
with an expensive dress. At the same 
time, in his own experience, it was not 
the initial expense for uniforms that was 
so heivy. When a man first joined he 
was provided with an outfit and, as a 
rule, that outfit would last him for many 
years. It was the changes made by the 
War Office that really made the expense. 
There was the old question of gold lace. 
In former days many of the mounted 
regiments had gold lace, and that had 
been changed to stuff; but experience 
had proved that the many changes in 
stuff were much more expensive than 
gold lace, but the  stuff-ornamented 
uniforms had to be much more frequently 
used and did not wear so well. 


There was another point to which he 
wished to direct the attention of the Secre- 
tary for War. No doubt many men who 
joined one branch of the service found, 
owing to changed conditions, that they 
would like an exchange to another section. 
The case in his mind was that ofan officer 
in the Indian Army who came into a con- 
siderable fortune and did not want to 
continue to reside in India. He was a 
good officer and well reported on, but 
there was no means of exchanging from 
the Indian Army into a regiment at 
home. He thought that no impediment 
should be put in the way of enabling 
officers to exchange from one branch of 
the service to another. Then, many officers 
who retired with a gratuity after a 
war were not allowed to rejoin after- 
wards. All these things affected the 
question of the deficiency in the number 
of candidates for a commission in the 


Army. Again, he did not think the 
Secretary for War had paid sufficient 


attention to the reserve officers. At 
any rate the right hon. Gentleman had 
not given sufficient details. Many men 
who had served well during the late 
war now belonged to no corps at all. 
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Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) | first seven or eight months officers and 
said that two years ago great scandals men were doing the same work over and 


had arisen in connection with the pro- | 


vision of remounts for the mounted 
branches of the service. He 


to know what the Government were 


took to say that if a war of a similar 
kind to that in South Africa were to break 


out, so far as the provision of horses | 


was concerned, we should be in a worse 
position than ever in the horse-breeding 
districts of this country. Everybody 


knew that during recent years there | 


over again. It could be very easily ar- 


/ranged that they should not be asked 
wanted | 


to repeat routine work ; and in that way 


_a good deal of work would be taken off 
doing at the present time in regard to | 
this matter of remounting. He under- | 


the shoulders of officers and men and 
they might learn something more useful. 
He entirely disagreed with the suggestion 
that more pay should be given at the 
present moment. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had got to make economies ; the 
proposed economies were not sufficient ; 


_and if the present Estimates were not 


had been a steady drain of good mares | 


out of the country. The Government 
had done a little to encourage breeding 
by instituting prizes for remounts at 


amended, there would have to be very 
severe amendments next year. A real 


reduction was necessary, and the sooner 
_ the Government recognised that the better 


local shows ; but even in regard to that | 


they seemed to have no settled convic- 
tions. He had had experience of these 
local shows, and thought that the plan of 
prizes for remounts was a very good thing ; 
and he hoped sincerely that they would 


he continued. Every year there were from | 
5 7 : > a] | $ 
500 to 700 mares of average age of eight | was the sale of stores and other wind- 


years cast from the Army and sold—prob- 
ably to run in hansom cabs or four- 
wheelers. He proposed that they should 
be sent to the market towns in the horse- 
breeding districts and sold to farmers on 
condition that they were put to thorough- 
bred stallions. Or they might be handed 
over to the Brood-Mare Society. He 
was quite sure that these would prove 





valuable means of securing good remounts. | 


Of course the latter suggestion would 
involve the inspection of the books of 
the Brood-Mare Society, but he believed 
the society would not object to that. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
foidshire, Lichfield) said that the scarcity 
of officers arose from the fact that the 
War Office wanted them to do more than 
they used to do, for the same amount of 
money. It was quite clear that they must 
be askcd for more work ; but the question 
among the younger officers was that they 
were being askcd to do a great deal of 
useless work which did not improve their 
intelligence in any way. There was first 
a company course; then a_ battalion 
course ; afterwards a brigade course and 
a divisional course, all followed by 
manoeuvres, each repeating the work 


of the previous operation ; and for the | 


for the Army. 


The accounts which had been presented 
were rather misleading. The right hon. 
Gentleman talked about special accounts. 
There was an invasionof England in which 
the attacking and defending forces had 
been paid at a cost of £250,000 Then there 


falls, and altogether the accounts of the 
Secretary of State appeareg to be about 
£1,000,000 out. That was a very serious 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman had 
to reduce expenditure, not only because 
of the revenue of the country, but also 
in the interests of the future of the Army. 
He was quite sure that if the present 
expenditure went on there would eventu- 
ally be such a large reduction as would 
seriously endanger the efficiency of the 
Army. It would be perfectly possible 
at present to reduce the Army by 10,000 
men. without reducing its efficiency ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman only sug- 
gested a reduction in the case of the 
Volunteers and the Militia, which were 
the cheapest branches. Although ‘he 
Militia were to be reduced they were to 
be given more training ; and the number 
of men required would not be forth- 
coming unless they were paid more. 
The Volunteers and the Militia were 
valuable assets for the defence of the 
country; and if they were reduced to 
an insignificant figure there would have 
to be a considerably increased expen- 
diture on Regular troops. He knew that 


the right hon. Gentleman had a theory 
that only trained troops were of any use ; 


but the Militia consisted of mep who 
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could be put under military law in the 
event of an emergency, and who would 
be able to take the place of the first 
line. Surely, in any alteration of the 
Army consideration should be given 
to things that were useful while re- 
ducing more expensive items. Take for 
instance the new Intelligence Depart- 
ment. It was a very expensive item. 
Every one was in favour of a good General 
Staff; but there was an impression— 
he gave it for what it was worth—that 
it did not do the work it bad to do. 
There was an impression entertained 
in military circles, and he believed also 
by some people at the War Office, that 
the efficiency of the General Staff was 
not what it ought to be. The Com- 
mittee ought to have a definite assur- 
ance that this matter was not a mere 
paper scheme like the last. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again ‘To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LONDON PORT AND DOCKS COMMISSION 
BILL [By OrveER! 
Second Reading deferred till Thursday, 
13th April (Evening Sitting). 


FISCAL RETALIATION. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said he rose to call atten- 
tion to certain proposals made by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, and to move 
the Resolution, “ That, in view of the 
declarations made by the Prime Minister 
this House thinks it necessary to record 
its condemnation of his policy of fiscal 
retaliation.” The Prime Minister had 
declared that he proposed to alter funda- 
mentally the fiscal tradition which had 
prevailed during the last two genera- 
tions; that he desired freedom of action 
in order to mitigate the injury done us by 
hostile tarifis by the employment of the 
weapon of retaliation; that he wished 
to check the importation of foreign goods 
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which, because they were bounty fed or 
tariff protected abroad, were sold below 
cost price bere; that he did not desire 
to raise home prices for the purpose of 
aiding home production ; that a tax upon 
food was not, with public opinion in the 
state in which we now found it, within 
the limits of practical politics. The 
Sheffield, Edinburgh, and _half-sheet-of- 
paper programme on which apparently 
the Prime Minister proposed at some time 
or other to appeal to the country com- 
prised, therefore, a policy of retaliation 
which could not be effectively carried 
out until food and raw material were 
taxed, and a Colonial Conference to con- 
sider a policy of preference, to which 
again effect could not be given unless food 
and raw materials were taxed. ‘The pro- 
posals of the Prime Minister were, there- 
fore absolutely inconsistent and im- 
practicable. Having placed this policy 
b2fore the country, the representatives of 
the people in the House of Commons bad 
a right to demand from the Leader of the 
House a aefinite statement as to how he 
proposed to give effect to his policy, and 
that right could not be diminished by 
any attempt on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
part to ride off on the plea that the pre- 
sent House of Commons would not be 
asked to deal with the question. ‘Lhey 
required concrete examples as to how 
the right hon. Gentleman would pro- 
ceed to mitigate injury done by hostile 
tariffs. The House was entitled to know 
whether the Prime Minister intended to 
ask Parliament to confer general powers on 
the Executiv2 Government, or whether the 
sanction of Parliament must be obtained 
in each case? He could not accept 
the Amendment of the hon. Member 
for South-East Durham because that 
Amendment limited the condemna- 
tion of the fiscal retaliation proposals 


of the Prime Minister to simply 
so far as it was destructive of 
Parliamentary control over taxation. 


They could accept no such Amendment 
because they condemned the proposals 
of the Prime Minister and his policy 
of fiscal retaliation without any limita- 
tion whatsoever. 


Were the Prime Minister in his 
place, and he craved the indulgence 
of the House in the somewhat diffi- 
cult position in which the right hon, 
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Gentleman’s absence had placed him, 
he would have asked him some ques- 
tions with the object of eliciting 
a definite statement as to the way 
he proposed to give practical effect to 
the proposals he had made. Would 
he begin by imposing retaliatory duties 
on imports from the highest protec- 
tionist countries, the United States of 
America and Russia, because if he did 
he might point out that more than 
eleven-twelths of the imports from 
America consisted of food, raw material, 
or partially manufactured material for 
further manufacture. Indeed, America only 
sent us £10,000,000 worth of fully manu- 
factured goods against which we exported 
to America not less than £15,000,000 worth 
of manufactured goods. Eleven-twelfths 
of our imports from Russia consisted 
of foodstuffs and raw material. We 
exported to Russia three times more 
manufactured goods than she exported 
to us. Would not both the United 
States of America and Russia, there- 
fore, be in a position to hit us harder 
than we could hit them in any tariff 
war? How would he mitigate the 
injury done by hostile tariffs and bounty 
systems of our own self-governing Colon- 
ies? What would he do with regard 
to Canada? We received from Canada 
£23,000,000 worth of food, raw material, 
and partially manufactured goods. On 
the £10,000,000 worth of exports we 
sent to the Dominion sbe, after allow- 
ing us thirty-three and one-third re- 
bate, taxed them no less than twenty 
and a half per cent. The present tariff 
arrangements with Canada were in 
her favour to the extent of some 
£2,000,000 a year; in addition to that 
sbe granted to her iron and steel manu- 
facturers bounties to the extent of 2} 
millions of dollars. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for West Birmingham 
protested loudly enough against the 
strangling of the sugar trade of the West 
Indies by the sending of bounty-fed 
sugar to this country, but no word of 
protest had been heard about the 
strangling of the iron and steel trades of 
this country by this system of Canadian 
bounties. In addition to that the British 
taxpayer bore the cost of Imperial de- 
fence, and Canada enjoyed the benefit 
equally with ourselves at no cost to ber- 
self, In regard to New Zealand and 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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Australia the hostile tariffs were higher 
than those of Canada. 


There were only two courses to be pur- 
sued; one was to allow absolute fiscal 
freeaom to every part of the British 
Empire, and of that he quite approved, or 
retaliatory tariffs must be applied to our 
protectionist Colonies as well as to protec- 
tionist foreign nations. The Prime Minister 
asked for liberty to negotiate and for some- 
thing to negotiate witb. Parliament had 
full power of negotiation already. That 
was shown in the case of the Sugar Con- 
vention, and they knew the result of 
that interference with the freedom of 
trade, which was an object lesson if one 
were needed. The Government had full 
power in negotiating the Anglo-French 
Agreement, greater power, probably, than 
they would ever have again; but if that 
were considered from the standpoint of 
our commercial interests it was a most 
disappointing agreement. Not only did 
the Prime Minister acquiesce in the aboli- 
tion of our treaty trading rights with 
Madagascar, but gave valuable conces- 
sions to France in Morocco and West 
Africa, and in return the Government 
obtained no increase whatever of trading 
facilities in any part of the French 
Empire. How would the Prime Minister 
prevent the dumping of foreign goods here 
below cost price? A uniform tariff on all 
imported goods would be protective and 
would apply to goods rot sold below cost 
price, but if imposed on consignments sold 
below cost price, how would the Prime 
Minister detect them? Did he propose to 
fix a scale of prices for all articles? Thus 
would need revision, with every improve- 
ment in machinery, with every change 
in the rate of wages in any part 
of the world? That part of the scheme 
was totally impracticable; it was im- 
possible to distinguish between goods 
which had been and which had not been 
dumped. 


What had been the outcome of 
tariff wars between other nations? Lord 
Monson, in his Report on Tariff Wars 
between certain European States, said— 

‘** The results of the tariff war between France 
and Italy seem to have been as disastrous to 
the two countries engaged in it as were thos 
arising from the war between France and Switzer 
land.” 

Then, again, they had the experience of 
Germany, whose negotiations of her new 
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commercial treaties illustrated in a 
striking way the futility of the policy of 
seeking to break down tariff barriers 
by erecting them at home. Germany 
had negotiated seven new commercial 
treaties, andin only two of those treaties 
had she succeeded in renewing them on 
the old conditions. Germany had raised 
her tariff wall before entering into negotia- 
tions, but unfortunately for her the 
nations with whom she was to negotiate 
retaliated by raising their tariff walls, 
and the consequence was that in the case 
of five of the renewals Germany paid 
higher duties than she had previously 
to pay under the old treaties. Another 
investigation showed that while on 6 
per cent. of her exports Germany had 
secured concessions on the old duties, on 
46 per cent. of the exports the tariff had 
been increased. 
present he would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether in his opinion the 
result of fiscal retaliation on the part of 
other nations had been such as to en- 
courage us to embark on similar ad- 
ventures. Tariff wars dislocated trade, 
caused widespread distress, inflamed in- 
ternational animosities, and left tariffs 
at the end much the same as they were 
at the beginning. Did protectionist 
countries using retaliation obtain more 
favourable terms from other protectionist 
countries than we did? Did not we 
enjoy in all markets equal terms under 
most-favoured-nation clauses ? Was not 
the ability of protectionist countries to 
gain access to protectionist markets and 
great neutral markets, such as China and 
India, less than ours, owing to low cost 
of production arising from our system of 
free imports ? 


A policy of retaliation would, in his | 
opinion, ruin the trade of this country. | 
In 1902 the orders for finished iron and | 


steel in this country required not only | 
the whole production of pig-iron in 
the United Kingdom as well as the. 
stocks on hand, but the importation | 
from other countries of 1,500,000 tons | 
of iron and steel mainly in a partially | 
manvfactured state. The great and most | 
serious difficulty which confronted the iron | 
and steel industry of this country was the | 
alarmingly limited resources of iron ore 
and iron stone. The 1,509,000 tons of} 


partially manufacturedironand steel which 
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at a less cost than we could produce it at, 
and if protectionist countries like Ger- 
many and America, through their protec- 
tionist policy, made their own people pay a 
higher price and enabled us to purchase 
here at less than cost price, and enabled 
our iron and steel works to be fully 
employed, in his opinion it would be an 
absolutely fatuous p-licy to prevent 
the influx of such supplies by any system 
of fiscal retaliation. The right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham had said 
in 1903 that the British market was to 
be invaded by the dumping down of 
millions of tons of American iron and 
steel, but as a fact we had imported 
less from. and had exported more to, 
America in 1904 than we had done in 
previous years. That was another in- 
stance of the baseless prophecies of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham. The shipbuilding 
trade depended for its prosperity on 
having cheap iron and steel, and it was 
due to our free imports that we could 
build ships 40 per cent. cheaper than any 
other nation in the world. It was on 


Retaliation. 


our policy of free imports that we had 


built up our great shipping industry, and 
it was owing to that that we were at the 
present time the carriers of more than 
half the trade of the world. 

Retaliatory duties would inevitably in- 
crease prices and injure the home con- 
sumer ; they would reduce the quantity 
consumed and increase the number of 
unemployed. If one trade was protected, 


‘how could similar protection be denied 


to all other trades and to agriculture ? 
Would agriculturists allow every trade 
to be protected whilst foodstuffs came in 
free? The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford, in a speech at 
the London Chamber of Agriculture in 
1903, said with regard to the Govern- 
ment policy of retaliation— 

“There must be a general scheme in which 
agriculture as well as the manufacturing interests 
of the country must be considered.” 

He asked the meeting to— 

“make it perfectly clear that in any changes 
which are to be made agriculturists expect and 
determined that they shall be taken into 
account.” 


This was the opinion of another great 


' statesman— 


“As to the prospect of any return to pro- 
tection in any shape or form, I think it is in- 


_ Was supplied to us was largely supplied ! conceivable that the agricultural interest would 
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allow manufacturers to be protected while food | 
imports went free, and I think it is equally im- 
probable that the working classes of this country 
will ever again submit to the sufferings and to 
the miseries which were inflicted upon them 
by the Corn Laws in order to keep up the rents 
of the landlords. If that is the programme 
of the Tory Party, we have only, in answer to it, 
to recall the history of those times when pro- 
tection starved the poor, and when the country 
was brought by it to the brink of revolution. 
Remember the description which was given 
in the verse of the Corn Law Rhymer of the 
sufferings endured by the people and of the 
burning indignation the sufferings called forth— 
‘ They taxed your corn, they fettered trade, 
The clouds to blood, the sun to shade, 
And every good that God had made 
They turned to bane and mockery, 
They knew no interest but their own, 
They shook the State, they shook the Throne, 
Oh, years of crime! The great and true, 
The nobly wise—now, not the few— 
Bid freedom grow where Corn Laws grew, 
And plant it for eternity.’ 
That is not a retrospect which I think would 
be favourable to any Party or any statesman 
who should have the audacity to propose that 
we should go back to those evil times.” 


Those were the words of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham, spoken 
at the Eighty Club on April 28th, 1885. 
It might be said that that was ancient 
history. He observed, however, that 
the right hon. Gentleman, in the interest- 
ing correspondence between himself and 
Lord Salisbury, was, as usual, wrong in 
his dates. He made a quotation from 
a speech which he said was delivered by 
the late Lord Salisbury in 1895, but 
which was in reality made in 1885. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that Lord 
Salisbury approved of retaliation, but 
he concealed from us the kind of retalia- 
tion contemplated by Lord Salisbury, 
which was made clear in his speech of 
May 19th, 1892, when, referring to the 
use of the weapon of retaliation, he used 
these significant words— 

“We may fairly use our power over an im- 
portation which merely ministers to luxury 


in order to maintain our own in this great 
commercial battle.” 


This showed that he had not the 
intention of placing retaliatory duties 
on our imports of food or on manufac- 
tured goods, but only on luxuries. 


There was no intermediate course 
between adhering to the present system 
of freedom of imports and the adop- 
tion of the policy of the right hon, 


Mr, Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 
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Member for West Birmingham. Retalia- 
tion was required, but it was not the 
sort proposed by the Prime Minister, 
We needed to retaliate by the adoption 
of an educational system superior to 
that of any competing nation; by the 
adoption of up-to-date methods and 
machinery in our manufactories, by a 
better knowledge of chemistry, by the 
employment of an increased army of 
experienced commercial travellers, by the 
reorganisation of our Consular Service, 
and by the employment of efficient 
trade agents in our self-governing Colonies, 
where foreigners had a Consular Service, 
and we had no trade representatives 
whatever. By those measures our com- 
mercial prosperity would be genuinely 
increased. Our commercial — salvct-on 
depended on the mreintenance in its 
entirty of ovr system of free imports, 
which enabled manufaciured — gc ods 
to be produced at a low cot, As 
a result of the policy of free imports 
our exports at the present time equalled 
those of the United States and Germany 
combined, though they possessed three 
times our population; anl by that policy 
we were able to retain a pr dominant 
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share of the trade of the great 
neutral markets of India and Chiia. 


The policy of the Prime Minister was 
ignominiously rejected at the Southamp- 
ton Conference, only receiving thirteen 
votes, yet subsequently to that the 
Prime Minister, addressing a Primrose 
League meeting, said, referring to his 
political leadership, that his task would 
have been impossible without the loyal 
and affectionate support which he had 
never been denied. ‘Then came _ the 
letter of the Tariff Reform League of 
March 14th, which described the policy 
of the Prime Minister as a colourless 
production, and as the putting of a 
Departmental blunderbuss against 4 
foreign Maxim gun, and continued— 

‘“We should say frankly and honestly that 
retaliation is damned; it is hopeless, viewed 
from any aspect, and the sooner it is dropped 
the better for the Unionist Party and for all 
concerned.” 

Then there was the situation # 
Greenwich, where the right hon. Gentle 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
advised the starting of a tariff-reform 
candidate against the Government cand: 
date. And yet the Prime Minister tool 
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it all “‘lying down.” In his Sheffield 
speech the right hon. Gentleman said— 

“T have been asked to give a lead. I think 
that is a reasonable request. A man who, 
however unworthy, is called upon to lead a 
Party must lead it, and so long as I am in that 
position [ mean to lead it.” 

If it was necessary to give a lead at 
Sheffield, how much more necessary was 
it on Wednesday night last, when the 
policy of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham was under 
consideration. The whole nation felt 
that on that occasion the Prime Minister 
displayed an unworthy lack of courage— 
[“No”]—but to-night the House was 
confronted with a still more extraordinary 
political situation, when the only lead 
given to his followers by the Prime 
Minister was the recommendation to 
take a night out. Possibly the tariff- 
reformers had paired with the “ half- 
sheet-of-notepaper”” men. He hoped 
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| one 


the Prime Minister was spending the | 


night in meditation, and that, as a 
result, some beneficent influence 
exorcise the evil spirit of retaliation which 
had possessed him too long. The House 


would | 


had witnessed many adroit manceuvres, | 


subterfuges, and evasions recently on 
the part of the Prime Minister, but surely 


he had found it needful to resort to the 
discreditable and un-Knglish device of 
withdrawing the entire Unionist Party 
from the House—|{“*No”|—to prevent 
its disruption. Attacked by a numeric- 
ally smaller force, at the cry of “ hands 
uy!” they had capitulated bag and 
baggage. Was ever a great political Party 
placedin such a humiliating and ridiculous 
position? Perhaps the Prime Minister 
preferred to give further enlightenment 
to the House and the country by means 
of another shilling pamphlet. Whether 
that was so or not, his refusal to be in 
his place to meet and answer the criticisms 
levelled against the fiscal changes he him- 
self had propounded was treating the 
House, of which he was the 
with contempt. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had shown a lack of courage and of 
straightforward statesmanship, and a 
flarrant disregard of constitutional and 
Parliamentary traditions which the 
whole nation would deplore and resent. 
A blow had been struck at the dignity 
and efficiency of the House of Commons 


Leader, | 
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as a deliberative Assembly which would 
lower the whole tone of Parliamentary 
life. His conduct had confirmed the 
growing feeling that the policy of retalia- 
tion was never seriously intended, that it 
had been advanced, not as an honest 
and practicable policy for the State, but 
merely as an ignoble Party expedient, 
and it deserved the emphatic con- 
demnation of all who had the well-being 
and prosperity of the country at heart. 
He begged to move. 


Retaliation. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): It would be difficult to frame 
a Resolution which I could feel more 
pleasure in seconding than the one 
now before the House, which, in perfectly 
simple and unqualified terms, denounces 
retaliation. I regret, for the 
sake of the House, that the debate is 
being carried on in the absence of the 
Member who is responsible for 
agitating the country from one end to 
the other by the suggestion of this as 


the future policy of England. The 
withdrawal of the Government from 


the House on the present occasion can- 
not be defended. The withdrawal of 


'last week might have been defended 
'on the ground that the Resolution was 
the climax had now been reached when 


| 


| 





directed against the policy of a private 
Member; but to-night the Motion im- 
peaches the official policy of the Gov- 
ernment, for which the head of the 
Unionist Party is certainly going to ask 
the support of his followers and of the 
country. It is the goal towards which 
he has represented himself as striving, 


|and that he should think that the one 


place where even-handed debate is 
possible is the one place where it is 
prudent not to be present to defend 
that policy, shows that he realises that 
the triumph of last week over the fiscal 
policy of his—shall I say * colleague” 
or “rival” ?—was only the prelude of 
what is to be the verdict of the 
House on his own. But to me the chief 
interest of the present occasion does not 
turn upon the conduct of the Government, 
or its Head. It does not really matter 
who it is who has propounded the policy 
of retaliation. The whole thing is so 
hateful that one is almost glad to have 
an opportunity of publicly examining its 
nature and methods and of reminding 
the nation of the policy by which it has 
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gained its greatness, and making clear 
to it what it is that is proposed should 


be substituted for it. 


I refuse to deal with the question in 
a purely dialectical manner, as though 
I were a philosopher discussing the 
possibilities of one system or another 
in imeginary realms. The question is 
“ what is to be the fiscal policy of 
England?” and in answering this it is 
necessary to consider from what we 
start. What is the United Kingdom 
now? It is a free-trade country, en- 
joying the advantage of the most- 
favoured - nation clause throughout 
practically the whole world. The 
result is that it is a country in 
which the cost of production is the 
smallest, which has accordingly un- 
challenged superiority in neutral mar- 
kets and is able to base this its 
commercial superiority on no starvation 
or underpayment of its working classes, 
but on favourable conditions of labour 
and the payment of wages which I 
believe are higher in their purchasing 
value than those paid in any other 
portion of the world. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) : 
Then what about the 12,000,000 starving 
people ? 


*Mr. MOULTON (continuing): I 
submit therefore that this being the 
present state of affairs, we have a 


right to demand that, before the exist- 
ing system is abandoned, the supporters 
of retaliation should show us ‘a more 
excellent way.” What is that more 
excellent way? The proposal is that 
we should adopt as an integral, nay, as 
a fundamental part of our fiscal policy 
—retaliation. ‘Tariff- reformers declare 
that the country is being ruined by 
hostile tariffs, and that fiscal retaliation, 
and it alone, can rid us cof them. Let 
me examine for a moment the first of 
these propositions. Is it a fact that 
hostile tariffs do us so much harm? I 
have given considerable thought to 
the matter, and I doubt whether 
any more advantageous position is 
possible than that of being the one free- 
trade nation in a world where the great 
producing countries are protectionist. 
English manufacturers make many a 
bitter lament that the United States 


Mr. Moulton. 


{COMMONS} 








Retaliation, 


1468 
market is closed to them by hostile 


tarifis. But if the United States had 
taken up free trade twenty years ago, 
what proportion of trade in neutral 
markets would this country have had ? 
The position of that great country in re- 
gard to the amount of its exports, with 
its genius for organising industry and 
production on a large scale, is pitiable as 
compared with the position of Great Bri- 
tain, which in later years has not shown 
anything like the industrial genius of her 
transatlantic cousins. Why is_ it? 
Because the United States, having 
adopted the principle of inflating profits 
at the cost of the community by pro- 
tection, is unable to compete with this 
country in cheapness in foreign markets, 
No doubt the adoption of protection by 
the United States has been an injury to 
the world in that it has cramped and 
fettered the production of that great 
country, thus making less the total 
amount of commodities to be divided 
amongst and enjoyed by the people of the 
world. But it has increased the frac- 
tion of the total production that Great 
Britain has enjoyed. It is a fallacy to 
think that we suffer a special and peculiar 
injury from the protective tariffs of the 
great producing nations. On the con- 
trary, our free trade and their protection 
combine to enable us to produce at lower 
cost than our rivals, and under the work- 
ing of the most-favoured-nation clause 
this gives us a commanding advantage 
over all of them in each neutral market, 
and over. all but the home producer in 
each protected market. 1 therefore 
have a feeling of comparative content, 
in spite of the unwise laws, as I con- 
sider them, which different countries 
have made to prevent imports. 


So much for the alleged wrong. Now 
as to the suggested remedy. What is 
to be done under this system of retalia- 
tion? We are not talking about. in- 
solent tariffs, things of the nature of the 
Berlin Decrees, where a foreign Power 
combined fiscal policy with national 
insolence towards Great Britain as a 
nation. Questions of that kind do not 
belong to fiscal policy, but concern 
the dignity of the nation. What we 
are dealing with is the case of a 
nation which, in the exercise of its un- 
doubted powers as a sovereign State, 
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has chosen to adopt in its fiscal system 
an import duty on certain subjects of 
commerce, pointed not at this country 
only, but at the whole world outside its 
own realms. No doubt such a duty 
handicaps us in that market as against 
the home producer, but every one of 
our competitors, with the exception of 
the home producer, is similarly handi- 
capped thereby. But, if we object to 
the duty, how does retaliation help us to 
get rid of it? Are we to put a retaliatory 
tax on those goods? Nonsense. Those 
goods, by very hypothesis, were goods 
that we exported, not imported. Some 
other goods have, therefore, to be chosen 
on which to retaliate. What goods are 
those to be? They may, I[ suppose, be 
apy goods, provided they are male- 
volently chosen. But when the tax is 
put on, against whom is it to be 
imposed 4 We cannot insult a nation 
by putting the tax only on goods 
coming from it; the tax must be 
imposed on all goods of that par- 
ticular kind, wherever they came from, 
and so our great system of so-called 
justice would be inaugurated by punish- 
ing the innocent with the guilty, and 
making all nations which feed us with 
those particular goods bear a retaliatory 
tax which, even according to the theory of 
the Prime Minister, only one of them has 
merited. And who is it, after all, that 
we have punished ? We have punished 
our own fellow-subjects by not allowing 
them to buy those goods as cheaply as 
they might otherwise have done, and 
we have not directly interfered with or 
hurt any foreign person. It should 
be noticed, too, that we have not even 
retaliated unless we have put on a 
protective tax. If the goods are goods 
that we cannot produce, the imposition 
of the retaliatory tax handicaps alike all 
the producers who send those goods to 
us, and by handicapping them alike 
punishes no one. 


The only way in which retaliation can 
be effective is that the duties imposed 
should be protective, that they should 
be in respect of goods that we can 
and, under those circumstances, will 
produce for ourselves. Free-traders who 
are hesitating on the edge of retalia- 
tion should therefore remember that 
even on the contention of its supporters 
retaliation can only succeed where it 
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brings with it the favouritism and corrup- 
tion of protection. It we tried to make 
our retaliation more pointed, and were 
mad enough to put the tax exclusively 
on goods coming from one nation—which 
had done us no wrong as compared with 
the rest of the world—the consequences 
would be far more serious. Even if it 
did not resent the treatment as a national 
insult we should incidentally lose the 
aavantage of the most-favoured-nation 
clause. This would bring on us higher 
duties on all sorts of other things, the 
retaliation in respect of which would 
affect a larger and larger ring of nations, 
and we should be in an embroglio the 
end of which no one could foresee. No. 
Retaliation is impossible in a free-trade 
nation. It is possible only if we begin 
by making the nation a protectionist 
nation, and then proceed to bargain with 
one nation and another to take oft those 
protective duties in the hope that we 
shall induce them to treat us more favour- 
ably. That is the only possible method 
of working retaliation, and I ask the 
House to compare England as she now 
is with England as these retaliating 
tariff-reformers would make her. We 
have now the cheapest production, and 
we hold our markets by offering to other 
nations goods cheaper and better than 
they can be obtained from countries where 
prices are artificially swollen. To what 
should we then trust for our markets ? 
We should have to trust to intrigue, 
treaties, and diplomacy, and we should 
no longer have the advantage of cheap- 
ness of production which has kept us 
so high above our rivals. And we should 
not use our new weapons well. As long 
as England retains her great qualities she 
will be beaten at the game of commercial 
diplomacy. I shall never forget a business 
man saying to me, in an injured tone, in 
reference to our rule in Egypt— 

“Sir Evelyn Baring ought never to be left 
there. Look here, representatives of other 


nations use political intluence, but he will not ; 
he leaves me to my merits.” 


So long as England bas that sense of 
fairness which prevents her using political 
influence in the way other countries have 
too often used it she will always be 
beaten in the attempt to get by diplomacy 
the advantages which at present she 
secures by efficiency. Moreover, the 
advantages gained would be distributed 
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by the Government among those trades 
which it had chosen to foster, and thus 
favouritism, corruption and every one of 
the other evils which free-trade Members 
opposite had denounced as following 
protection must come in with retaliation. 
It is idle for the Prime Minister to talk 
about using retaliation as a means of 
lowering hostile tariffs, and to say 
that in so doing he is not introducing 
protection because, if we threaten, 
they, like the coon in the story, will 
come down at once.. The right hon. 
Gentleman has no such _ reputation 
as a dead shot, and he would find 
that he could not bring down Ger- 
many, France, the United States, and 
other protective countries by merely 
threatening to use bis weapon, and if 
we once adopt protection even for the 
purposes of retaliation we cannot drop 
it again. If the Government used the 
weapon of retaliation, started protection, 
unnaturally fostered the development of 
trades, secured the investment of capital 


{COMMONS} 


in those trades for national purposes and ° 


then proposed to go back to free trade, 
what would be the cry? The trades 
concerned would say, ‘‘ You have used 
us for your national purposes ; you have 
secured advantages for other trades by our 
investment of capital in the prohibited 
industries, and now you want to throw 
us over and leave us to bear our loss 
ourselves.” How will you meet such a 
claim? Is this to be the “ more excellent 
way” for which this country is to be 
asked to abandon the dignified independ- 
ence she now enjoys with all its glorious 
success in the world of commerce? Are 
we to engage in the perpetual struggle 
with other nations, using as our sole arm 
the vile thing protection whicb takes 
from the whole nation and puts into 
the pockets of the favoured few ? When 
the question of the Prime Minister’s 
official fiscal policy is discussed in the 
country I believe the answer with regard 
to retaliation will be as sharp and as 
decisive as it has been in reference to the 
suggestion of protection. 

Why is it that this thing, which is 
so impracticable, has become a matter 
imperatively demanding consideration ¢ 
Purely because of the political exigencies 
of the moment. I remember that two 
years ago when the right bon. Gentleman 


the Member for West Birmingham made | 


Mr. Mou!ton. 
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his celebrated protectionist speech, | 
had just been reading a charming Japan- 
ese book on wrestling, where I learnt 
for the first time that the Japanese 
possessed a most magnificent s hool of 
wrestlers. They were well-nigh irresisti- 
ble, and for this reason: they never 
opposed an attack; they yielded to it, 
and by yielding overthrew their opponent. 
For two years the country has witnessed 
an admirable wrestling match between 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, witb his direct 
attack and strong intellectual muscles, 
and the far wilier antagonist who has 
upset him completely by yielding. No 
example of Jiujitsu—of ‘conquering by 
yielding”? could be more perfect. We all 
remember how the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham pro- 
pounded his present schem2 of protection, 
At first it hardly went beyond colonial 
preference, then 10 per cent. duties all 
round to support colonial preference, then 
the pathetic appeal as to our dying 
industries, and so on. It was started at 
a moment when the Prime Minister had 
been giving forth some strong free-trade 
utterances and yet to the surprise of 


the country they found the Prime 
Minister agreeing and agreeing with 


the Member for West Birmingham in 
each fresh development of his protec- 
tionist policy, till at last, although he 
paintully parted company with him, 
it was only in the way in which one 
says good-bye to a comrade who is going 
to do a difficult work which home duties 
prevent one’s doing one’s self, with whom 
one has the deepest sympathy, and for 
whose success one offers up the warmest 


prayers. Protection had won all along 
the line! The Prime Minister had 


capitulated to the Member for West 
Birmingham. That was how it appeared 
to be at first—and certainly the attack 
was a strong one. It was not the first 
time the Member for West Birmingham 
had tried to g t a relatively greater im- 
portance in his Party by starting new 
doctrines which he trusted would not 
be acceptable to his nominal leaders; 
he is a master at that game, he has 
met with hard knocks in it in the past, 
but this time, the extraordinarily rapid 
acceptance by the Prime Minister of all 
that he put forward must have made him 
think that he was going to have an easy 
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victory. But he is on his back now! 
The result has convinced me that the 
Japanese are not only amongst the first 
military nations ef the world, but are by 
far the most dangerous wrestlers. It was 
in the process of this wrestling bout that 
the suggestion of retaliation as our future 
fiscal policy was devised, and the more 
[ ponder over it the more keenly do I 
feel how admirably it suited the posi- 
tion avd the purposes of the Prime 
Minister. It has enabled the right 
hon. Gentleman to rule a Party composed 
of people holding diametrically opposed 
opinions. If he turns to the protec- 
tionists he can say, “ What more can 
you want ? I say retaliation must be 
introduced in order to stop tariffs which 
kill our industries. You point out that 
all our industries are dying, so that it is 
obvious that retaliation means universal 
protection.” Then turning to free-traders 
he can say, “ Retaliation is a thing 
of which we must regretfully contem- 
plate the possibility. But I am_ not 
going to use it protectively ; [ will use 
it only where it is sure to succeed. So 
that protection will never be more than 
athreat. You as free-traders are able to 
judge how sure it is to succeed ; if vou think 
it will never succeed, you may be sure I 
shall never use it.” In that way, while 
in form he condemns free trade, speaking 
of it as a fiscal policy which must be 
utterly reversed, he is able to treat it 
with the most extraordinary leniency 
in any and every concrete instance. 
He has never stated any one case in 
which he would use retaliation. The 
country has always been, and still is, 
left to conjure up fiscal nightmares in 
the hope of discovering what would 
induce the right hon. Gentleman to put 
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his new system into operation. If, 
being an incurable lawyer, I may 


describe in legal phraseology his treat- 
ment of free trade, I should say that 
the Prime Minister has tried free trade, 
and found it guilty, but instead of passing 
sentence has bound it over to come up 
for sentence when called upon, which, 
as everyone acquainted with the effect 
of that legal formula knows, means that 
it was let off entirely. 

That is the history of the introduction 
of retaliation into the arena of politics. 
It shows the reason this question has 
been brought up, and I believe that when 
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the political exigency which made it 
needful has passed away, the talk 
about retaliation will pass away also. 
But at the present moment the 
language of the Prime Minister with 
regard to free trade is minatory in 
the extreme, the only redeeming feature 
about it being that he laboriously assures 
us that he does it all out of love for free 
trade. The Prime Minister describes 
himself as so devoted to _ free 
trade that he would sacrifice anything 
for it—even free trade itself. That 
was the position so far as he was con- 
cerned. That, however, croubles my 
mind very little, but what does trouble 
m2 is the attitude of certain public 
men of to-day with regard to it. 
I am not speaking of  protection- 
ists, because they are perfectly 
right in welcoming retaliation. The 
more utterly retaliation fails in its 
object and the more foolish it is proved 
to be as an expedient for maintaining 
free trade, the more rapidly will it lead 
to what they wish to obtain, namely, 


protection throughout the land. There- 
fore I do not appeal to them. They 


neither understand nor sympathise 
with the aims or the beliefs of the 
free-trader, and if they are prepared 
to face the injustice inflicted on 
the home consumer by protection, I 
cannot say anything that would move 
them either on ethical or economic 
grounds. But it is the free-traders who 
dabble in retaliation about whom I feel 
concern. They are rarely to be found 
on this side of the House but many of 
those who have most stoutly championed 
free trade among the Unionist Party have 
gone perilously near to accepting retalia- 
tion as acompromise. I sympathise with 
their anxiety not to break up the Unionist 
Party. I accept the doctrine that at 
times great sacrifices are made and ought 
to be made to preserve the unity of the 
Party because Party in England means 
disciplined action. But the fundamental 
principles of a Party determine its very 
identity and when these are attacked or 
tampered with there is no place for such 
sacrifice. Principles of that importance 
ought to be avowed and lived up 
to every moment. I know that the 
Prime Minister has frowned upon those 
who are hearty free-traders. It is per- 
fectly true that belief in free trade is not 
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considered a mark of disloyalty to the 
Party opposite; it is only the honest 
avowal and the courageous defence of 
those principles of free trade that is con- 
sidered disloyalty. I do not forget or 
undervalue all that Unionist free-traders 
have suffered in this way. But never- 
theless they ought not to countenance 
those subtle devices by which the Prime 
Minister has succeeded in maintaining his 
position at little cost, in fact with nothing 
but the trifling sacrifice of a few of his 
most loyal colleagues and supporters. 
The evil free-traders are doing in dally- 
ing with protection is immense. J know 
that they guard themselves in words, 
but in political life conduct is more im- 
portant than language. No doubt they 
think they are doing little harm because 
they thoroughly believe that the thing 
is impracticable. [No, no!] Yes, it is 
impracticable in the sense that a moun- 
taineer would call an ascent of a mountain 
impracticable, not because you cannot 
go up,that way but that vou will break 
vour neck if you do. In that sense 
retaliation is impracticable to a nation. 
But it is not impossible that a mad Prime 
Minister, supported by a foolish Party, 
might some day plunge them into retalia- 
tion, and bring upon this country all the 
national disaster which that policy would 
entail. Retaliation is impracticable as 
a working policy, but not impracticable 
as a policy which a foolish Party might 
attempt to carry out. By allowing 
this policy to be talked of as possible 
without expressing their dissent free- 
traders in the Party opposite are 
gradually giving strength to the idea 
that England may look to retalia- 
tion for its success in the future 
and anything that turns the British nation 
aside from looking solely to its own self- 
reliance and its own industry for its future 
success is an evil and a danger to the 
country. By allowing retaliation to be 
talked about in this way they are gradu- 
ally sapping the independence of the 
British nation, and what is going to be 
the consequence of it ? The consequence 
would be that they would gradually lose 
that which had given them their great 
commercial position in the past. Great 
Britain has shown to the nations of the 
world that it can get the greatest security 
at home by giving the widest freedom. 
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It has shown that it can get the firmest | 


Mr. Moulton. 
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consolidation of the Empire by giving 
the greatest independence and the most 
perfect self-government to its units, 
What T ask is that in its fiseal poliey 
you should also cling to the great tradi- 
tions of England, and trust its commercial 
greatness to the solid foundation of the 
efficiency of its service to the world. 
Our huge markets are open without fear 
or favour to those who will sell the cheap- 
est, that is to say, to those who will 
require of us in return the least sacrifice, 
We in our turn ask only that our goods 
should be bought because we offer them 
at prices which entail the least sacrifice 
to the buyer. In that way this country 
won its position, and it will keep that 
position if it is content to continue in the 
same path and undisturbed face the 
difficulties that arise from the fiscal 
expedients of others, and not attempt 
to get acceptability abroad by irritating 
its rivals. Weneed have no fear of the 
future, so long as we thus rely solely on 
the efficiency of our own work, for the 
favour of the world will, in the long run 
inevitably fall to the lot of those who do 
it the best service, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘** That, in view of the declarations made 
by the Prime Minister, this House 
thinks it necessary to record its con- 
demnation of his policy of Fiscal Retalia- 
tion.’—(Mr. Joseph Walton.) 


Mr. LAMBTON (Durham, 3%.E.) 
moved, as an Amendment, the addition 
of the following words at the end of the 
Motion :—“ in as far as it is destructive 
of Parliamentary control over taxation.’ 
He said that it was a great disappoint- 
ment to free-traders on that side of the 
House that now, at last, when, after 
many urgent inquiries, they were being 
allowed to have a free discussion of this 
question, their enemies, or, he would 
say, those who differed from them, were 
not there to meet them. They had 
loudly attacked them in the country ; 
they were very dumb to speak in that 
House. He would like to meet them 
there personally, for there were many 
things one would like to say to their 
face which one did not wish to say 
behind their backs. But it was their 
duty as free-traders to proceed in a 
quiet way with the propaganda of 
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free trade. His noble friend the Member 
for Greenwich, last Wednesday, com- 
pared the collapse of the Tariff Reform 
Party to the retreat from Moscow ; 
but it would not do to forget that after 
the retreat from Moscow there was a 
battle of Waterloo. He would not say 
anything in disparagement of those 
Gentlemen, but would strictly adhere 
to the old saying, De mortuis nil nisi 


bonum. The right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham, speaking on the 


Motion of the hon. Member for Oldham, 
had said that the free-fooders accepted 
the Government policy, and he himself 
had thereupon interjected the remark 


that they did not all accept it. The 
right hon. Member for Birmingham 


replied that there were very few of them 
who confessed that in the country. 
If it were not too egotistical, he would 
inform the right hon. Gentleman that 
in June last year he had a correspon- 
dence with the Conservative Association 
in his constituency, and the letters were 
published in the newspapers. The chair- 
man of this association asked him to 
explain why, on three different occasions, 
he had voted against the Government 
which he was returned to support, the 
three occasions alluded to being the 
Morley Amendment, and the Pirie and 
Black Motions. In regard to his vote 
upon the last Motion the letter from the 
chairman of the Conservative Association 
in his constituency stated— 


“Tt is difficult to reconcile that vote with 
the speech you made at Wingate on the 23rd of 
January last, in which you are reported to have 
stated as follows :—* As regarded Mr. Balfour's 
policy he (Mr. Lambton) would support it as 
far as he understood it, the policy of free negotia- 
tion and of retaliation against any country 
treating us in an outrageous manner. He (Mr. 
Lambton) was quite prepared to say to Mr. 
Balfour—We will give up the idea that no tax 
is to be imposed except for revenue purposes. 
You may impose a tax upon foreign goods if 
we are outrageously treated in the countries from 
which they are sent, but you will have to come 
to the House of Commons to get it passed. If 
the House of Commons found that there was 
a good case, no doubt it would agree to such a 
tax. Beyond that he was not prepared to go.’ ” 


To that letter he replied in the follow- 
ing terms— 


“T have no report of my Wingate speech 
referred to by you, and the points you give 
seem substantially correctly reported; but 
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of course they are only extracts, and do not | 


cover my whole argument. I remember saying, 


that ‘if Mr. Balfour’s fundamental change in | 
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our fiscal policy only meant that we might 
abandon a tradition that every tax must he 
absolutely and pedantically for revenue alone, 
I had no objection, and as for negotiation and 
retaliation, that I believed we had the power 
now. Talso said that if the Sheffield policy 
was used to abet in any way the Birmingham 
policy I should vote against it.” 


He thought his Amendment was an 
improvement upon the Resolution before 
the House. He had not upon this occa 
sion come down to the House to support 
hon. Members opposite, but to support 
free trade, and he believed that the 
Resolution as it stood upon the Paper 
would hinder free trade. He could not 
agree with what was said by the seconder 
of this Resolution, for he did not believe 
that any hon. Member opposite would be 
able to go to any constituency in the 
country and honestly state that retalia- 
tion was an utterly impossible thing 
under any circumstances. What was 
fiscal retaliation? It was commercial 
war after all. They all knew the horrors 
of war by arms, but to tell him that in 
any part of England they would be able 
to find people ready to say that under no 
circumstances should this country indulge 
in a commercial war was, to his mind, a 
great mistake. [OpposITIon cries of 
‘“No, no!”] The horrors of war were 
great, but there were worse things than 
war. At the present moment they were 
taxed to the extent of £60,000,000 a year 
for the purpose of retaliation, because, 
after all, the Army and the Navy were 
nothing else but weapons of retaliation. 
If they were outrageously treated by 
some foreign country, and treated in an 
insulting manner, they were ready to 
spend any amount of money upon re- 
taliation. Retaliation, they were told, 
was impossible unless it was protective. 
He thought retaliation might be pro- 
hibitive, but that would not be protective. 
He did not wish to argue in favour of 
retaliation, but he thought that it was 
impossible for any statesman to lay down 
the principle that under no circumstances 
would he ever be able to propose in this 
country that they should undertake a 
commercial war against a foreign nation. 
He agreed that if any Government did 
undertake it, the Prime Minister should 
come to the House of Commons, produce 
his weapon and his estimate, and show 
exactly how he proposed to enforce his 
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policy against the foreign country con- 
cerned. No doubt retaliation would put 
a tax upon this country. The Prime 
Minister had never yet told them how he 
intended to work his policy of retaliation. 
His view on this question was that they 
should be told plainly in the House of 
Commons whether the Prime Minister in- 
tended that retaliation before being applied 
to receive the approval of the House, 
or whether it was to be a weapon left to 
the Executive Government of the day to 
use. Last year they had some sort of an 
explanation from the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary, who defined 
the Prime Minister’s policy as follows— 

“The principles of the policy are that the 
Government, when conducting negotiations 
with foreign countries, should have the power 
when necessary to threaten retaliation, and 
that when the threat is insufficient that they 
should have power to carry it out.” 

To his mind those words conveyed the 
impression that the right hon. Gentleman 
meant that this power should be vested 
in the Government of the day without 
coming to Parliament at all. The Prime 
Minister had told them that the policy 
he recommended was one which would 
enable the Government to deal, as far as 
retaliation could deal, with hostile tariffs, 
and to deal, as far as fiscal arrangements 
could deal, with the great evil of dumping. 
That statement showed conclusively that 
the Prime Minister did not regard retalia- 
tion in the same way as he did. His 
Amendment simply pointed out that it 
might be possible at some future time 
that Parliament would desire to retaliate 
against some foreign country. He in 
sisted that the Prime Minister should be 
forced either to declare that he wished 
powers greater than the mandate of the 
House of Commons, or that his policy was 
distinctly a protective one with which 
free - traders could have nothing to do. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘** At the end, to add the words ‘ In as far as 
it is destructive of Parliamentary control 
over taxation.’ ”—(.Mr. Lambton.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
b> there added.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that the Amendment as 
well as the views of the hon. Member 


Mr. Lambton. 
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were entitled to the respectful considera- 
tion of free-traders, for he was one of those 
who had not been content merely to give 
lip service to the cause of free trade, for 
whenever there had been any Motion be- 
fore the House bordering on free trade 
he had always given his vote for it re- 
gardless of the consequences. He re- 
gretted, however, that the Amendment 
had been moved, for it tended to confuse 
the issue. The hon. Member had dealt 
with a problematical state of affairs. 
Retaliation was war, and war was not a 
policy ; it was the breakdown of policy. 
The Prime Minister had been dealing with 
the present state of affairs, not with what 
might happen. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that owing to the tariffs which 
foreign countries levied against our goods 
this country was being injured, and we 
ought to have a weapon which would 
enable us to reduce foreign tariffs. That 
was a totally different state of things to 
that which was contemplated by the 
mover of this Amendment. The Prime 
Minister was dealing with the present 
state of affairs. It was the right hon. 
Gentleman’s policy that they were con- 
demning, and it would be much better 
for the House to confine its condemnation 
to the fiscal policy of the Prime Minister 
without entering into the question of 
what was or was not likely to arise. But 
the Prime Minister declined to discuss 
this question in the House; so did the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham. 
The discussion, however, was going on in 
the country. Fiscal reformers were cir- 
culating leaflets and making speeches ; 
the fiscal flying squadron was still raiding 
the country ; but they did not face their 
critics in the House. The Prime Minister 
had tried many a formula in order to 
secure unity; at last he had obtained 
one. He and his Party could not unite 
in a fighting policy, but they could all 
unite in running away. The Prime 
Minister had invited discussion of his 
views in the House and out of it, but 
when his opponents took up the challenge 
and offered discussion in the House the 
right hon. Gentleman said, “* Discussion 
is a trap,’ and he warned his friends not 
to nibble at it, otherwise they would be 
caught. What a squalid ending to a 
great campaign. They all remembered 
with what pomp and circumstance the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
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West Birmingham started this campaign 
not very long ago, and how he received 
the blessing of the Prime Minister when 
he started. Wherever the right hon. 
Gentleman went fashion and wealth and 
rank rallied round him— 


“The Assyrian came down like the wolf on the 


fold, 
And his cohorts were gleaming in purple and 
gold.” 


What had happened now ? 
‘And the tents were all silent, the banners 
alone, 

The lances unlifted, the trumpet unblown.”’ 

Yes, even the trumpet was silent to- 
night. He really condoled with the hon. 
(rentleman the Member for Sheffield. His 
affections had been trifled with in a very 
cruel manner, and continuing tbe quota- 
tion it might be said— 
* And the idols are broke in the temple of Baal.” 

That was the end of this great campaign. 
Not merely the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, but 
the Prime Minister was in it. The 
Prime Minister made speeches about 
the trade of the country; be said there 
was great danger, he talked about the 
peril to our Empire, and to our industries, 
and he also had his remedy—retaliation. 
He observed from a letter written by 
Lord Salisbury that that remedy was 
taken out of the family medicine chest. 
Both of the right hon. Gentlemen had 
abandoned the controversy after barely 
eighteen months discussion. 


The right hon. Member for West 
sirmingham once compared himself to 
Bismarck, who welded the German 
Empire together, first of all, by means 
of commercial unity—the man of blood 
and iron. What had happened to Bis- 
marck now? He had fled from Grave- 
lotte with his army at his heels. And 
there was the Prime Minister, who had 
been described by one of bis admirers 
as the greatest military strategist since 
Wellington. What had become of 
Wellington to-night ? He and Blucher 
had fled. It was true they bad fled in 
different directions, but they had gone 
from the field of battle and left it entirely 
in the hands of the foe. What a con- 
temptible ending to all the talk about 
the danger to the Empire and the method 
of federating it! Supposing it had been 
4 success instead of being a great failure, 
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supposing the country bad accepted 
it and the by-elections had gone their 
way, those tales of distress in our in- 
dustries and about the unity of the 
Empire would still have been beard, 
But purely and simply for Party exigen- 
cies, purely and simply because the 
thing bad proved unpopular in the 
country, they had abandoned the policy 
which eighteen months ago they regarded 
as essential to the industry and com- 
merce of this country. This was a great 
change. 


When this question was started 
the Prime Minister wrote a pamphlet 
upon it. [An Hon. MemBer: Two,] 
The right bon. Gentleman published one 
and the other was withdrawn. He 
had now withdrawn the second after an 
eighteen months run. That pamphlet 
was worthy of perusal at the present 
moment, not from the point of view of 
the supporters of the Prime Minister, 
but from the point of view of those who 
criticised him. The Prime Minister had 
a way of imagining that all difficulties 
disappeared by committing his reflec- 
tions on the subject to writing. That 
was the case with the War Office. 
He undertook to rearrange the whole of 
the tactical defence of the Empire. He 
wrote, but did not publish, memoranda 
upon the subject. There were Parlia- 
mentary difficulties in that case exactly 
as there were here, and the moment they 
appeared he contented himself with the 


memoranda, and thought the whole 
subject was solved. The right hon. 


Gentleman could no more deal with the 
commerce of this country in a pamphlet 
than he could defend India by memoranda 
on the subject of military strategy. The 
way the Prime Minister had treated a 
first-class question of this character was 
really a degradation of the institutions of 
the country. When he started the ques- 
tion he talked about the peril to our in- 
dustries ; then when he found the new 
policy was not acceptable to the country 
he said it was a bore. There were 
hundreds and thousands of people to 
whom the question of the proper system 
of trade and commerce for this country 
was a matter of food and clothing and 
shelter. It was not a bore to them, at 
any rate, but that was the way the Prime 
Minister had thought fit to treat it. [An 
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Hon. Memper: He never said it was a 
bore.|_ He said so in a speech delivered 
at Glasgow. He said the whole subject 
was a bore. The hon. Member who in- 
terrupted him did not even know what his 
leader had said on the subject. 


The Prime Minister’s record on this sub- 
ject was an extraordinary one. First of all 
he promulgated a policy upon this matter 
of life and death to the industries of this 
country, and then, having placed the 
policy before his Party, he ran away from 
it. What a leader fora Party! Whata 
Tsar! He allowed his subjects to defy 
his ukases and even to fire at each other 
in the street ; they could plot to assassin- 
ate each other round corners, they could 
do anything so long as they maintained 
hin on his throne, and the House of Com- 
mons supported the Ministry. It was 
good enough to keep them in power and 
vote their salaries, but the House of Com- 
mons was not fit to express an opinion 
on the trade, industry, and commerce that 
afiected their constituencies. This was 
treating the House of Commons with con- 
tempt. The country was taking note of 
the action of the Ministry in this matter. 
It had been the death of fiscal reform. 
It had brought fiscal reform into contempt. 
It could not have brought the Ministry 
into greater contempt than it was before ; 
but this was not the way a great question 
ought to be treated by the Prime Minister 
of the country. When the Government 
had to decide between trade and the 
Empire on the one hand and a longer 
existence for itself on the other, the Prime 
Minister, with the desperate greed of a 
miser clutching at every extra day to add 
to his hoard, said, “‘ Let trade and Empire 
go, and give me the extra eighteen months 
o! power.” There was a time when the 
Ministry which ought to be there, but 
which had now run away, represented all 
that was patriotic, all that was efficient, 
all that was courageous in the country, 
and to doubt it was almost equal to 
treason. What did they represent now ¢ 
He knew of no greater criticism upon the 
democracy of this country than that it 
had taken seven years to discover the 
men who now governed it. 


*Mr. HUNT said that they had been 
told that if retaliation were resorted to 
we should create animosities and irritate 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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our rivals. Was not all commercial 
rivalry really the same as commercial 
strife? Did it make that strife less be- 
cause we allowed our rivals to put their 
heels upon ournecks ¢? Was it not merely 
humbug to ery peace when there was no 
peace ? In the fiscal debate last week those 
who believed in retaliation were subjected 
to the most fierce criticism that could 
be thought of from both sides of the 
House. They were told that they were 
afraid to face the question in the House 
of Commons, although they paraded 
their policy in the country. He begged 


to state that they were not the 
least afraid. They thought that they 
had got a good cause which was 
gaining ground every day in_ the 


country. It seemed to him that the 
reason their opponents were so des- 
perately anxious to get the Gover- 
ment out was that they were afraid 
the country was being educated into 
understanding the folly of the free 
import system, and that their pet cries 
of big loaves, chained Chinamen, and 
dear sugar were beginning to be found 
out to be political humbug. Radical 
orators went about the country preach- 
ing the blessings of free trade which 
we had never had. What Mr. Cobden 
meant by free trade was free exchange 
between nations, not this one - sided 
absurdity which we had got at present. 
Go and ask any shopkeeper if it was 
any use being able to buy, however 
cheaply, if he was unable to sell. Surely 
this was the case with Great Britain 
to-day. Hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
apparently so thick in the head that 
they could not see it. As we could 
not have real free trade, why should 
we not take our share in regulating 
trade by retaliation, and getting back 


the power of bargaining possessed 
by every other nation? America 


had real free trade within her huge 
land boundaries? Why should not we 
get as near real free trade as possible 
within the limits of the British Empire, 
with the ocean for our highway ? Other 
nations had used their fiscal weapons to 
the utmost, while ours were lying idle 
'by our side with the greatest and best 
market in the world to back them. They 
had been called “ whole-hoggers”’ and 
“ little-piggers.” It seemed hard that 
_ the should not have 4 
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name too. Might he suggest that they 
might be called the tiny-winy wee- 
wee little piggy-wigs of all? Runtlings 
they called them in his part of the country. 
He thought when next they went to 
market they would have no new policy to 
offer for the present commercial stagna- 
tion, they would find no buyers, and be 
turned out into the wilderness to try 
and learn to look a little further than 
their noses. 

The free-fooders had complained 
bitterly of the attacks made on the 
Unionist free-fooders by tariff-reformers, 
but had not the attacks in the 
House and out of it made by the free- 
fooders been very strong and very 
bitter? Had not the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich invaded Shrop- 
shire during his free food advocating 


tour? Might it not very well be 
that the shock of his oratory had 


h'own the hon. Member for Shrewsbury 
oi the fence on to the free-food side. 
Were tariff- reformers not to be 
allowed to retaliate? They had been 
told that retaliation in the form of taxing 
those who taxed us was a quack remedy. 
It was very curious that the huge major- 
ity of the doctors were on the side of the 
quack remedy. In 1880 Mr. McKinley 
said “The weight of nations is over- 
whelmingly on one side.” Which was 
right —the British Government or the 
whole of the rest of the civilised world ? 
Did it ever strike the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich and hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House that 
it was possible that the free import sys- 
tem might be a quack policy and that 
the other policy might be the regular 
and the right cure? It had been stated 
that any form of protection, of which 
retaliation was one, would corrupt our 
public life, make people look after their 
own interests more than now, and divide 
classes. Did the people who employed 
this argument know that the chief reason 
why the American farmers were tum- 
biing over the Canadian border was be- 
cause the laws of Canada were strictly 
and fairly enforced whilst the laws of 
America were not? Yet Canada was a 
country which encouraged her own in- 
dustries, protected her own workmen, 
and was ready to retaliate when hit. 
It appeared to him, too, that even in 
this free- importing country that people 
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took pretty good care to look after their 
own interests. Did not some shipbuilders 
strongly advocate the free importation of 
foreign manufactured products, because 
it was an advantage to them in building 
their ships? British industries might be 
ruined for all they cared, so that they 
could get their cheap foreign materials. 
The jam manufacturers wanted their 
sugar under the cost of production, ant 
had no objection to the wages of their 
factory hands being kept down by the 
importation of foreig1 aliens. People 
with their money in foreign in iustries 
fought for free imports, because they 
were afraid that if British industries got 
fair play that their foreign securities 
would go down. The head of a great 
chocolate manufactory, which had pro- 
tection, which was very flourishing, and 
gave regular work and good wages, gave 
not long ago a large sum to the free- 
import party, but we had not heard that 
he had petitioned the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to take the protection off his 
chocolate. his all seemed very human 
and very natural. But should we be less 
human and less honest if all our industries 
were protected from unfair competition 
and dumping ? 


They were told that industries of this 
country were flourishing, holding their 
own, and doing well. How was it that 
Mr. Leonard Courtney, one of the great 
free-traders, bemoaned the fact that 
America and Germany had both passed 
us in two of our great industries in which 
not so many years ago we were ahead of 
both countries combined? He wept 
over the fact but proposed no remedy 
and left them to theirdying. The tariff- 
reformers proposed a remedy and a cure. 
They were told that tariff reform was 
not only dead but had become a laughing 
stock. He disagreed entirely. Time was 
on their side, and the sound common 
sense of the British people. Those who 
had been to school knew that the boy 
who never retaliated when he was kicked 
was the one who got the most kicks of 
anv boy in the school. Lord Lansdowne 
had said that the way of the nations 
was practically the same, and that in 
commercial matters we were the nation 
that got far the greatest number of 
commercial kicks. They were accused 
last week of taking the denunciation ‘of 
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their policy lying down for one short 
part of an evening. The free importing 
Party had taken their commercial kicks 
lying down for the last twenty-five years. 
He thought it would be remembered 
that last year the right hon. Member 
for West Bristol, the leader of the 
Unionist free-traders, explained in the 
House that we might get great com- 
mercial advantages from America by 
taking off a tax of Ys. a quarter 
from American wheat, but that this 
would cause great trouble in this country 
as we should not be able to do it 
on Canada’s account, and that this was 
one, at all events, of his great reasons 
for sticking to one-sided free trade, but 
it surely showed the power of retaliation. 
Some eight or nine years ago the Cana- 
dians sent a deputation to Washington 
to ask for better terms for trade and 
commerce, and the Americans would 
have nothing to do with it; but directly 
after the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham delivered his 
first speech on tariff reform, the leaders of 
American commerce met together and 
agreed that as the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme was very dangerous for American 
commerce they had better send as soon 
as possible to the Canadians and offer 
them the best possible terms before the 
patriotism of Mr. Chamberlain bound 
Canada to the great British Empire for 
ever. So that it was evident that even 
the threat of the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham was enough to 
make the Americans climb down and 
make a better offer than the Canadians 
had asked for in vain eight or nine years 
before. 


The American Press had pointed out 
what would be the effect if the scheme 
of retaliatory tariffs and colonial pre- 
ference were carried out. One American 
paper went so far as to say that it 
would be worse for America than a 
civil war, and, according to one of their 
leaders, even the German Socialists held 
the same opinion. Even in the far off 
wilds of America, among the haunts of 
the cariboo, the moose, and the grizzly, 
an Englishmen and a German when 
they met could not keep off the tariff 
question. The German trader said to 
the Englishman, “If your Mr. Chamber- 
Jain gets his way it will kill me dead.” 
It seemed curious that during the five 
Mr. Hunt. 
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years before Canada gave us a prefer- 
ence, our exports to Canada went down 
from 68,000,000 dollars to 29,000,000 
dollars, whilst German and American 
exports were going up during the same 
time. The reason of that had been 
sent to him the other day by a man 
who had been travelling in Australia, 
New Zealand, and South Africa for the 
last two years. He said that wherever he 
went he was followed by German or 
American travellers; and if they could 
find out the price he had offered to supply 
his goods at they at once offered to do 
it for 5 per cent. less. The American 
manufacturer had a certain surplus to 
dispose of, and must do so at any price. 
His home market had paid for the surplus 
goods, and the proceeds or most of them 
were pure profit. The American travellers 
frankly admitted that that was true, and 
said that they were going to sweep 
the trade of the British Colonies into 
their hands out of the hands of the 
British manufacturers and merchants. 
Under the free imports system there 
were firms in England now doing a 
big business by importing into this 
country American and German dumped 
goods, repacking them, and _ sending 
them off again as British made: but 
the making of these goods did not pro- 
vide any wages for the British workman. 
About 5,000 men had been thrown out 
of work within the last few months near 
London and at Dundee from the failure 
of jute mills; yet they found that eight 
gentlemen of the historically free-trade 
name of Gladstone were shareholders in 
mills in India and were doing well. If 
our industries were all doing so well, 
how was it that these gentlemen could 
not find investments at home ? Was it 
because we had no security here, while 
India had a tariff and the power of 
retaliation? Was it a case of rats leay- 
ing a sinking ship ? 


Now, he appealed to the repre- 
sentatives of labour; did they think 
that our system of free imports 
was good for them? [OpposITIoN 


cries of “Time” and “ Divide ’] 
The Report of the United States Tariff 
Commission in 1882 pointed out that 
English markets were being swamped 
with dumped goods, while English capital 
was being removed to the Continent te be. 
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employed in foreign manufactures. Re- 
moving English capital to the Continent 
ha:i secured a profitable home market, 
while England was near with widely 
opened ports to serve as a dumping 
ground to unload surplus goods made by 
foreign labour superintended by English 
skill. In this way English markets were 
swamped and her labour undersold. He 
asked the Labour Members opposite 
whether they were quite sure that they 
were doing right in refusing to consider 
the tariff question ? Trade unionists had 
told him that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham had 
been thought to be their leader and was 
going to do a great deal forthem. The 
Home Rule split knocked all that on 
the head, and the trade union leaders 
had never forgiven the right hon. Gentle- 
man. Therefore, a great deal of the 
hostility of the trade unionists to 
retaliation or tariff reform was really 
personal hostility to the right hon. 
Gentleman. A number of industries 
and millions of capital had gone out of 
this country to get behind the foreign 
tariff walls and provide work and wages 
for foreign labour. One firm of thread 
manufacturers alone employed 12,000 
men outside this country and paid foreign 
workmen £500,000 a vear in wages. That 
was all because we had not got the power 
ot retaliation. [Loud Opposition cries of 
“Time ” and “ Divide.” | He did not often 
trouble the House. It was said that im- 
port duties always madethings dearer, and 
that the consumer always paid the tax. 
Now, in New Zealand there was at one 
time no duty on matches, and the price, 
when importation was free, was 4s. 9d. 
per gross ; but when two or three manu- 
factories were started in Wellington and a 
tariff of 25 per cent. was put on against 
inported matches the New Zealanders got 
their matches cheaper, and employed a 
great number of hands at very good wages 
as well. The fiscal question was an Im- 
perial one. Some of our colonial bretbren 
thought that the Liberal Party had gone 
stark staring mad, or else that they could 
think of absolutely nothing else except 
how cheaply they should get their “ vit- 


tles,” and how cheaply they could get 
their drink. Could not the representa- 
tives of labour see that under the 


present system of free imports and non- 
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retaliation, our workmen were exposed 
to the competition of goods made by 
the black and white convict labour of 
America, and the sweated labour of 
the Continent ? Could not the trade 
unionists see that, though they could 
and did protect their labour against 
the British employers, they were abso- 
lutely helpless against the foreign em- 
ployers? If they had the black and 
white convicts over here with their 
employers, and the foreign employers 
with their cheap workmen, the rank 
and file of trade unionists would very 
soon stir up their leaders to do some- 
thing; but because these foreign 
labourers and employers were across 
the seas and could not be seen, the 
trade union leaders blindly followed 
the policy of the man who said he would 
rather live under the rule of a savage 
South African potentate than under the 
tyranny of trade unionism. 


After all, the Empire belonged to the 
working classes just as much as to any 
class. Their grandsires spilt their blood to 
gain and keep it. Were they going to let 
their grandchildren say of them that, 
for a supposed mess of pottage, they 
deliberately threw away the greatest 
inheritance that had ever been leit to 
any people? Did the labour representa- 
tives really think that they knew better 
than all the rest of the working world ; 
or were they being led away by the 
Liberal Party, which turned the fiscal 
question into a [arty question for the 
sake of uniting their scattered and 
shattered forces. What mattered it to 
them so that they did not have to spend 
the rest of their valuable lives in opposi- 
tion! They were the Party of “ Make- 
believe.” They tried to make the 
British people believe that they knew 
better than all the rest of the civilised 
world; that Chinamen were imported 
into South Africa, chained together, like 
slaves of old; that the free import 
loaf was gigantic and the Chamberlain 
loaf barely visible ; that the Sugar Con- 
vention was a device cf the Government 
for making sugar dearer. The fact was 
that they would practically say almost 
anything which they thought would help 
their reckless, feckless, divided Party to 
crawl on to those Government Benches 
fer a few miserable menths. 
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Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I shall 


not attempt to follow the hon. Member in 
the speech which he has just delivered. 
I could not if I would, and I would not if 
I could. But I think it may remain on 
record as the low-water mark of argu- 
mentative humiliation to which tariff 
reform has been reduced. This is the 
third occasion in the course of as many 
weeks in which this House, after a pro- 
longed spell of enforced silence, has been 
given the opportunity of challenging 
the policy which goes by the name of 
tarifi reform. We began appropriately 
with the proposal for colonial preferences 
based on the protective taxation of food, 
because that proposal is first in import- 
ance, inasmuch as its adoption would be 
most fatal in its results. We were not 
allowed to come to a definite decision on 
that occasion. But the evening was not 
thrown away, because it afforded to the 
world the unique, and, I think, unforget- 
table, spectacle of the evangelists and 
apostles of a new faith voting with one 
accord in favour of the previous Question. 
Then last week, on the invitation of one 
of my hon. friends, we took up the case of 
the 10 per cent. tariff on manufactured 
goods, an integral part, let the House 
observe, of the same scheme, because the 
fiscal gap created by colonial preference 
could only be made good out of the toll to 
be paid by the foreigner on commodities 
which were to come into the market for 
purposes of revenue, and to be kept out 
at the same time for the purposes of com- 
petition. On that occasion, a week ago, 
one single solitary voice of protest—a 
voice from Sheftield—was raised. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman is not any 
longer in his place. It was the voice of 
one crying from a deserted camp in favour 
of the policy so boldly proclaimed else- 
where. On that occasion there was not 
even an attempt to rally the supporters 
of the Government and the tariff - re- 
formers on this question. The Prime 
Minister blew his bugle and the tariff- 
reformers of every shade and hue—from 
the most full-blooded to the most anzemic 
—took to their heels and fled. 


To-night my hon. friend has raised 
a third issue, distinct from those that 
have gone before but not less momentous, 
because it is the one point in the 
policy of what is called fiscal reform 
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on which the Prime Minister, whose 
presence we miss, has definitely and 
unequivocally committed himself. The 
House remembers that it was described 
by him not less than two years ago as 
involving a fundamental reversal of our 
existing system. It is an extraordinary 
and unprecedented thing in the history 
of the House of Commons that when a 
challenge of that kind is made the Prime 
Minister should net condescend to be 
present. We have had in this matter a 
crescendo of evasion. We have had the 
Leader of the House and the author of the 
policy which is impugned by this Motion 
of my hon. friend putting a climax 
to his two previous performances and 
absolutely, with the whole of bis col- 
leagues, boycotting the House of Com- 
mons. This is a matter which goes far 
beyond the immediate issue. Every- 
where else in the world but here the policy 
of the Prime Minister may be canvassed 
and criticised—in our Colonial Legisla- 
tures, upon platforms in this country, in 
articles in the newspapers and magazines, 
in letters to the Press, in pamphlets to be 
found on every railway »ookstall. The 
one and only place in which, so far as the 
Government is concerned, free discussion 
of their policy is excluded is the only place 
in the whole country where, with the full 
sense of responsibility, the main com- 
batants can meet face to face in the clash 
of arms. I venture to say, and I am 
sorry there is no ore upon tbe Treasury 
Bench to hear me, but I say it not merely 
to the Party which sits behind the bench, 
but to the House of Commons in its 
corporate capacity and to the country at 
large, that even the Prime Minister has 
never gone so far in flouting the author- 
ity and impairing tbe dignity of this 
House. 


As for the question of retaliation, 
the case against it has been admirably 
and exhaustively stated by my _ hon. 
friend who moved tbis Resolution. If I 
devote a few sentences to it, it is only out 
of respect to the hon. Gentleman opposite 
who proposed the Amendment, and 
whose services on behalf of free trade we 
on tbis side gladly and gratefully recog- 
nise. I venture to say to my hon. friend 
opposite no one alleges or has ever alleged 
that there may not be, under peculiar 
circumstances which have never yet been 
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described, a conceivable instance in 
which, possibly, by the deliberate action 
of the Legislature, some form of retalia- 
tion may not be imposed. But I have 
never met any concrete instance stated 
where these circumstances would be ful- 
filled. The case against retaliation is 
overwhelming. It may be summarised 
in two or three propositions. In the first 
place, the need for it is absolutely un- 
proved. We get as good terms without 
retaliation as the most retaliatory country 
gets with it. In the second place, res 
taliation, if it isever to become an effective 
weapop capable of being applied to prac- 
tical uses, necessarily and inevitably in- 
volves the creation of a general tariff to be 
upphed or to be removed at the will of 
the Executive of the day. That is a con- 
stitutional innovation of the gravest and 
10st dangerous character. In the third 
place, experience shows, and no experi- 
ence more clearly than the recent bistory 
ot Germany, that a tariff put on for re- 
tiliatory purposes is always retained in 
the long run for the purposes of protec- 
tion. The interests which grow up under 
the shelter ot retaliatory tariffs become too 
strong to permit the walls to which they 
cling ever to be pulled down. Lastly, of 
all countries in the world this United 
Kingdom, of whose exports not less than 
four-fifths are manufactured goods, and 
of whose imports no less than nine-tenths 
consist of food, of raw material, and 
half made-up materials, stands to gain 
less and lose more by the adoption 
of the system of international reprisals. 
That is the unanswerable case against 
retaliation. At®any rate, it has not 
been answered to-night. 


It is a significant {fact that when 
un issue of this kind—which was 
declared by the Prime Minister himself 
in the September of 1903 to be an issue 
which involves a fundamental reversal 
of the whole fiscal policy of this country 
—should for the first time be raised in 
the House of Commons, there is not a 
single man upon the benches opposite, 
with the negligible exception of the 
hon. Member for Ludlow, who is prepared 
to advance a word in its favour. It is 
very difficult to carry on debate under 
such conditions. We have no arguments 
to meet. The oracles so eloquent in 
the country are dumb here. I do not 
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think there are even any unregenerate 
souls to convert. No; the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Sheffield has left 
the House. Under these circumstances, 
I feel as one sometimes has felt at the 
end of a choral service, when the minister 
mounts the pulpit for the sole purpose 
apparently of edifying the faithful and 
says: “You might as well do without 
a discourse and conclude at once with 
the Benediction.” I venture to appeal 
to my hon. friend opposite who has 
moved this Amendment, important as 
he must admit it to be, as a strong and 
convinced free-trader, that this House 
should, if possible, have a unanimous 
declaration of its opinions to-nignt, 
that he might withdraw the Amendment 
he has proposed and allow us to take a 
direct and simple issue upon this policy 
of fiscal retaliation, which, for the reasons 
which my hon. friends have put forward, 
and which I have endeavoured to sum- 
marise, would, if it could be carried into 
effect—I do not believe that to be pos- 
sible—be fatally injurious in its conse- 
quences to the trade of this country, 
would involve us in a long series of un- 
profitable and wasteful commercial wars, 
and would undo the great results which 
have been achieved during the period since 
Mr. Cobden and Sir Robert Peel began to 
preach the doctrines of free trade. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) said he 
did not presume to follow such an accom- 
plished orator as the right hon. Gentleman 
who had just spoken; but he thought 
the debate had been taken up with the 
relations bet ween free-trade, protection, 
and with the question of retaliation, 
rather than that of negotiation concern- 
ing which not one word had been mei- 
tioned, and which was the very founda- 
tion of the Prime Minister’s policy. He 
would ask if tbe right bon. Gentleman 
who bad just spoken did not believe that 
our markets were so valuable that under 
wise negotiation, followed in certain 
instances by retaliation, we might suc- 
ceed in promoting commercial inter- 
course in a manner hon. Gentlemen 
opposite did not apparently realise. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Launceston Division, whose views they 
all respected, stated that it was im- 
possible to start retaliation from a free- 
trade basis, and that it must proceed 
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from the protectionist side. If that 
were so, his case fell to the ground. At 
present, however, they had only the cpse 
dixit of the hon. Gentleman, but it had 
not yet been proved that it was not pos- 
sible to take the course advocated by the 
Prime Minister at Sheffield and begin at 
the other end. He believed it would be 
possible to start from a free-trade plat- 
form, and by negotiation, and if neces- 
sary, by retaliation, be able to achieve 
great successes without infringing the 
principles of free trade. Who could be 
better able to express theic thoughts on 
the question of negotiation than the 
learned Members for Fife and Launces- 
ton, who had exercised the art so ably in 
many suits and yet were reticent on this 
side of the fiscal question? They ought 
not to forget that this policy had been 
tried within the last few years when Cer- 
many attempted to put this country on a 
different footing to that of Canada. This 
country stepped in and was successful. 
He was a free-trader, but he wished, if 
possible, by negotiation and retaliation, 
to remove some of the tariffs which, in 
the opinion of some of the greatest 
thinkers of the day, had been injurious 
to this country. That was the conten- 
tion of the late Lord Salisbury, and the 
Duke of Devonshire also contended for 
this principle ; but he grounded himself 
really on the free-trade opinions of 
Adam Smith, who, at the end of the 
seventeenth century, wrote— 

“There may be good policy in retaliations of 
this kind, when there is a probability that they 
will procure the repeal of the high duties or 
prohibitions complained of. The recovery of a 
great foreign market will generally more than 
compensate the transitory inconveniency of 
paying dearer for some sorts of goods.’ 

He was aware that it had been deter- 
mined not to fight this principle on 
Unionist Party lines upon the present 
occasion, but nevertheless it was neces- 
sary for a private Member who had 
strongly advocated negotiation as a 
means of trade defence not to shrink 
from expressing his views in that House. 
He believed that although the constitu- 
encies would strongly favour free-trade 
and shrink both from schemes of general 
protection or protective taxation of food, 
they would not rally around a party 
which rested content with the outrage- 
ously unfair foreign tarifis which un- 
doubtedly did exist, and threatened the 


Mr. Thornton. 
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future of our trade. He would try the 
effect of retaliation sooner than this, but 
should the remedy be found to impinge 
on free-trade principles, as hon. Gentle- 
men opposite feared, the system could 
be abandoned. He had faith in the 
expert handling of negotiation and re- 
taliation just as a country entrusted its 
land and sea forces to competent generals 
and admirals. Thus we need not injure 
ourselves in the manner suggested hy 
Opposition speakers. . 

He agreed with the Prime Minister 
that they might trust to negotiation 
and, if necessary, retaliation, to bring 
down tariffs. He would ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite whether, if this 
policy had been in operation in 1890, 
before the M’Kinley tariff was arranged, 
the United States would have imposed 
a duty which hampered, injured, and 
almost destroyed one of our industries, 
He alluded to the tinplate trade. He 
himself had met: men in London who 
had been thrown out of employment in 
Monmouth and Newport as a_ result 
of that duty. Had this country at 
that time the power of -uegotiation and 
retaliation they would have been able 
to prevent all the suffering that was 
then caused. It was all very well to 
say that the recovery of this industry in 
new markets was all to the advantage 
of the free-trade system, but the same 
results might surely have been attained 
by negotiation without all this suffering. 
For his part he was sorry that more 
able exponents of the doctrine he held 
were not present to enforce it. They 
had a good case afd, to use a military 
illustration, might have passed trom their 
Mukden, entrenched themselves at their 
Tieling, and made a very good fight 
indeed. He was in favour of trving re- 
taliation, but if retaliation infringed one 
iota on free-trade he would give it up. 
There existed an!ample margin to re- 
taliate upon as regarded machinery in 
America and manufactured goods in 
Germany, and very few were the instances 
where negotiation could not be followed 
by some retaliatory action. He thanked 
the House for having given him so patient 
a hearing. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said 
that last Wednesday the Prime Minister 
advised his followers neither to speak 
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1497 
nor to 
speech of the hon. Member for the 


vote. 


Ludlow Division he understood the right 
hon. (rentleman’s advice not to speak. 
Before referring to the speech of his hon. 
friend who had just spoken and whose 
intervention the House welcomed, he 
wished to state that it was a mistake to 
look on retaliation as a fiscal question. 
It was a compromise made by the Prime 
Minister in order to satisfy, as far as 
possible, all his followers in the House. 
His friend said that 


could be tried on a free-trade basis ; 


hon. retaliation 
but that was an impossible theory, 
Tie moment it was put in practice they 
could not get back to the status quo. 
The worst opponents of this country were 


Russia, the United States, and Spain. 
*\r. THORNTON; Not Russia. 


GRIFFITH 


gone then. 


that 


were 


Mr. 


Russia 


ELLIS said 
had How 
they going to retaliate against Spain 
or the United States. Were they going 
to tax iron ore from Spain or wheat and 
the United States? The 
moment retaliation was touched by cold 


cotton from 


fact there was nothing in it. The hon. 
that if retaliation 
But he could 


Gentleman stated 
failed he would give it up. 
not give it up because vested interests 
would have been created. As a matter 


of fact the Prime Minister had never given 


any actual data as to the results of 
the application of his doctrine. The 
rizit hon. Gentleman referred to “‘ out- 


rageous conduct ” in general terms, but 
let him give a concrete instance with 
Let 


him give a single instance in which 


Which it could be effectually applied. 


retaliation had succeeded and had not 
done more harm to the country that ap- 
phed it than to the country to which it 
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was applied. He regretted the absence 
of the Prime Minister. It was not pos- 
sible to misconstrue it. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s two assets were exhausted. 
One was unsettled convictions, and the 
other was the policy of the previous Ques- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham had said 
that the open mind betrayed the empty 
mind. He supposed the open mind led 
to empty benches. The right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham had abandoned 
every leader, and he would be willing to 
But the 


Prime Minister would not be abandoned. 


abandon the Prime Minister. 


**T could not love thee, dear, so much, 
loved I not office more.”” That was the 
position of the Prime Minister towards 
The 
fact that the Government had run away 


the Member for West Birmingham. 


must make an impression on the country. 
There was a man who thought that the 
Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill was a Bill to 
compel a man to marry his deceased wife's 
The Prime Minister took a similar 
He thought 


sister. 
view of the Septennial Act. 
jt was a Bill to compel a Government to 
remain in office for a certain number of 
years. He thought the vote that was 
about to be given would show him that the 
House was against him, and later on he 
would find that the country was against 


his policy. 


Mr. ELLIOTT (Durham) said two 
speeches had been made that night in 
and 


Members had taken up a similar and 


favour of retaliation, both hon. 
very extraordinary position. They had 
the fact that there 


seasons of depression and unemploy- 


referred to were 
ment in this country, and they assumed 
that if we had had the benefit of retalia- 
tion things would have been different. 
He commended to the notice of,those hon, 
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Members the report recently issued by 
the great steel trust of the United States, 
comparing the year 1904 with the year 
1903. It showed that in the later year 
that great corporation had found it 
necessary to reduce by more than 20,000 
the number of their employees, and to 
reduce in salaries and wages, their ex- 
penses by more than 20,000,000 dollars. 
And that in a country where retaliation 
was regarded as a principal part of com- 
mercial policy. It was useless to argue 
in that fashion. He had been an un- 
willing witness of a scene that he had 


never before witnessed in that House. | 


What was almost as important as the 


view which the executive Government 


took upon this question of retaliation | 


and the fiscal policy of the country was 
the 
took of the House of Commons. The Prime 
Minister had told them that he thought 
the House of Commons showed to the 


view the executive Government 


least advantage when it was discussing 
He 


should have thought it was the business 


questions of political economy. 


of the right hon. Gentleman to do some- 
| that the House of Commons only existed 


thing to raise the tone of their debates, 
to give the House the benefit of that 
knowledge and reading which he un- 
doubtedly possessed. He observed that 
there was a confusion in some Members’ 
minds between leaving open a Question 
on private Members’ nights and the 
practice which on the second occasion the 
Government had now followed of desert- 
ing its place in the House of Commons 
and leaving it alone and entirely without 
On the old Wednesdays and 


Tuesday afternoons when Resolutions 


guidance. 


and Bills used to come before the House, 

the Government very often, and very 

rightly, thought it proper to leave the 

But 

that did not mean that the occupants of 
Mr. Elliott. 


House to act on its own discretion. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Treasury Bench, the President of 
the Board of Trade, if it was a trade 
question, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, if it was an Exchequer question— 
it did not mein that the representatives 
of those great Departments were to 
turn their backs on the House altogether 
and leave that Assembly because it had 
been determined not to put on Govern- 
The view of the House of 
Commons and of Ministers then was that 


ment tellers. 


Ministers owed something to the House. 
Here they were to-night discussing a 
question of the utmost importance to the 
trade of the country; where was the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, where 
was the Prime Minister ? 
that these Gentlemen had nothing to say 
Why, only a few days 


It was not 


on the subject. 
ago the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
was down at Warrington supporting in a 
vigorous speech the policy of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham. He said 
that those right hon. Gentlemen owed it 
to the House of Commons to be there on 
an occasion of this kind. It was a fatal 
mistake for any Executive to suppose 


to discuss those subjects which the Exe- 
cutive out of its generosity chose to place 
Anybody who had read Eng- 
lish history must know that it had been 


before it. 


one of the most cherished liberties of the 
House of Commons to discuss those topics 
which it wished to discuss, and that one 
great Sovereign after another had failed 


| in this country because he was determined 


to do all that in him lay to confine the 
House of Commons to the discussion of 
those topics which he wished it to discuss. 
House to do in 

He did hope that 


some measures would be found to show 


What the 


these circumstances ? 


was 


that they not only deplored the action 
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of the Ministry, but that as representa- 


tives of the people and as the House of 


Commons of the United Kingdom they | 


resented it. How could the House of Com- 
mons continue to give satisfaction to the 


people ? 
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| sary to record its condemnation of his 
| policy of Fiscal Retaliation. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


than shorn of its strength if it was to be | 


treated as of no worth at all by those 


who were not only the executive Govern- | 


ment of the country, but who ought to 
be leaders of the House of Commons it- 
self ? 
they had witnessed, and one which he 


It was a lamentable spectacle that 


had no doubt would greatly influence 
the country. The country would see, 
as most Members assembled there saw, 
that the day had come when a new House 


of Commons should be sent to West- 


minster which could represent up to date | 
the feelings of the country on these great | 


[SECOND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now 


time.” 


read a second 
And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Friday, 
lith April. 


questions, which, in spite of the Prime | 


Minister, were before the country, and | 
that then, and not till then, would it be | 
possible that some sort of settled policy | 


could be adopted and the commercial 
and industrial prosperity of the United 
Kingdom secured. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): May I ask you, Sir, 


whether this will be recorded as having | 


been passed nemine contradicente ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, that appears | 


to be the fact. 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time and committed 
for this day. 


THE NON-ATTENDANCE_ OF MINISTERS. 

*Tur PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 
Welling- 


'ton), in moving the adjournment of 


| ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, 


‘the House, said that supposing Votes A 
. ) 


lod 


and 7 of the Army Estimates were 
carried by 6.30 p.m. to-morrow night, 
the next order would be the non-effective 


Votes of the Army and Navy. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
'“ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Str A. Acland-Hood.) 


Resolved, Nemine Contradicente, That, | 


in view of the declarations made by the | 
Prime Minister, this House thinks it neces- | 


asked 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) 
whether the guillotine rule did not 
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prohibit any business not included in how months there was no principle 


of Ministers. 


the guillotine rule. | which the Government was not prepared 


| to abandon, no friend or colleague that 


Me GPRAKER: “Mo hesiness other | they were not prepared to betray, and 
than Gupoly ” axe the wonds. /no quantity of dirt and filth that they 
. were not prepared to eat. 





Mr. WHITLEY said he would submit | 





that the words referred only to Supply, | 


| 


governed by the guillotine rule. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said 
he desired to ask whether there was 
anything in the health of the Prime 
Minister to cause anxiety to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s friends, as the right 
hon. Gentleman had not been in his 
place to defend the policy especially 
associated with his name. He should 
be glad of an assurance that there was 
no reason to prevent the right hon. 
Gentleman attending. The Prime Minis- 
ter was now never present except to 
Had 


the Patronage Secretary to the Treasury 


propose some gagging Resolution. 


been authorised to declare the inten- 
tions of the Government with regard 
to the Resolution which had just been 
passed? After the passing of such a 
Resolution, framed deliberately as a vote 
of censure, and supported by the official 
Opposition, did the Prime 
consider it consonant with his public | 


Minister 


duty and personal honour to continue 
in his present position ? The situation 
would raise a storm of execration and 
contempt in the country. [An Hon. 
MemBer laughed.] An hon. Member, 
who had been paid for his obsequious 
loyalty by some miserable post, laughed. 
Why was the hon. Member not in his 
place before? Anything for place! 
That was exactly the policy which the 
hon. Member’s great leader set him. 


| ment had declared their 





To keep in office for a few more weeks 


dir. Whatley. 


*Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Borouglis) 
asked whether, seeing that the Govern- 
intention of 
paying no regard to the proceedings of 
the House on Tuesday and Wednesday 
mornings, and that a decision arrived at in 
the early hours of morning and evening 
sittings was to be ignored on the ground 
that it was taken by a “ snap” division, 
the Patronage Secretary would inform 
the House on what days and between 
what hours the decision of the House 
of Commons was to be treated as bind- 
ing upon the Government ? 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
asked whether the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman would, in view of the absence 
of his colleagues, circulate the speech of 
his hon. friend. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
he would appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to give an answer, see- 
ing that the Government had been 
unanimously condemned. It was the 


worst vote of censure he had ever 
seen carried in the House—not a voice 
contradicting it. Surely it would be 
courteous to the House to say what the 
He re- 
membered a somewhat similar occasion 
in 1895. had 
some sense of honour and the moment a 


Resolution was carried bya majority of 


Government intended to do. 


The then Government 


eight it was announced that the Govera- 


ment would consider its position. The 
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present Government ought to state now | think the hon. Gentleman would show 
what course it intended to pursue. him such discourtesy, as he had never 
said anything disrespectful of him or his 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Doneg:l, 8.) | Department. He thought the Govern- 
sili Sia ial tail AN ie aia te al | ment had treated the House of Comme 
ho, Whats Wien Tey Tee endianen,. 40 | very disrespectfully and their action 
marked, “ Well, I put my salary in the | 
box.” That was the position of the| tion. The House of Commons was suffer- 
Prime Minister. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was such a great family man that | 
he had packed the Treasury Bench with | Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
his relatives. that the Chief Whip had been described as 
a bold man struggling with adversity— 
/an adversity thrust upon him by the 
colleagues who had deserted him. The 
right hon. Gentleman had been forced 
|into a position which could not be 


was deserving of the severest condemna- 
9 


| ing all through the action of one person. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH said he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would make 
some explanation. He was the only re- 
presentative of the Government ; he was 
a member of the Privy Council; and 
surely he would not treat the House of 
Commons with discourtesy. He sym- 
pathised with the Prime Minister. He 
did not blame him. The right hon. 
Gentleman was not merely a Prime 


|acceptable to him; especially as they 
| knew the manner in which he performed 
his public duties. He asked the right 
'hon. Gentleman to communicate a mes- 
sage to the Prime Minister. He had 
| never seen a London vestry or borough 
council who had been called upon to 
Minister but a Minister who had passed | gisouss elementary public business flouted 


j } sla, : 7 ¢ oy ° ° 
his prime. He asked the Patronage | with contempt in the way the House of 
Secretary to state whether the House | 


of Commons would be in the same posi- | 


Commons had been by the Government. 
This kind of conduct brought discredit 
on Parliament, and could not continue. 

because the time of some hon. Gentle- | And the right hon. Gentleman might 
men was valuable even though they were | oven go further and tell His Majesty the 
not paid official salaries. | King that there was a Prime Minister 
| who neglected the elementary duties of 
Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said | his position, It was significant that the 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman | only Minister who arrived to give furtive 


tion to-morrow. It was very important. | 


would give some explanation regarding | support to the right hon. Gentleman was 
the absence of the Prime Minister. He | one of the gentlemen’responsible for look- 
had never hoped to live to see the House 


ing after the criminal classes. He asked 


of Commons flouted and treated in this the right hon. Gentleman to note the exit 
manner. The Under-Secretary of State | of his hon. friend.and above all its rapidity. 


for the Home Office was now present. | These proceedings could not continue 


[The Unper-Secretary of Stare for) much longer without discredit and_per- 


the Home Orrice (Mr. Cochrane, Ayr- | haps disorder accruing from the studied 
shire, N.) left the House.| He did not | flouting and contempt of the Opposition 
VOL. CXLIIL. |[Fourru Sertgs.] 3F 
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by the Treasury Bench last Wednesday 
and that evening. He urged the hon. 
Baronet to pluck up courage and tell the 
Prime Minister that he had either got to 
do his duty or clear out, and they would 
rather that the Ministry should resign 
than that the fine metal of an institution 
like the House of Commons should be 
blunted. The Speaker presided over 
the House with great dignity, but if the 
House was to be treated in this manner 
the day would come when from the Chair, 
as well as by the House itself, the Govern- 
ment would have to be reminded of its 
scandalous behaviour. The front Opposi- 
tion Bench had treated the Ministry too 
He appealed to the Chief Whip 
to say something, if it was nothing more 


leniently. 


“se 


than a courteous “Good night.” For 


heaven’s sake let him say something. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Ruschliffe) said that no hon. Member who 
had sat in the House for a number of years 
could have listened to the discussion with- 
out great feeling. He did not associate 
himself with every word that had been 
uttered, but he associated himself with the 
spirit which had been manifested, and he 
earnestly hoped that the Patronage Secre- 
tary would faithfully represent to the 
Prime Minister the feeling which had been 
evinced in the House. This thing could 
not go on. The Prime Minister might 
vote them down; but a spirit was rising 
in the House and in the country, not 
perhaps adequately 1epresented in the 
House, which would need their considera- 
tion. He most earnestly implored the 
right hon. Gentleman, speaking as one who 
desirous to maintain the high traditions 
and dignity of that Assembly, to convey 


Mr. John Burns. 
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to the Prime Minister the feeling which 
had been aroused. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said he 
wished to ask whether the Government 
intended to repeat the same despicable 
manceuvre to-morrow evening. Surely the 
right hon. Gentleman, if he retained any 
particle of respect for the Opposition, 
should see that this state of affairs could 
He knew the right hon. 
Gentleman was the last man who would 


not continue. 





|run away from a discussion because it 


| was inconvenient ; but unfortunately he 


| was mixed up with a Government which 
| believed that discretion was the better 
part of valour. The incident, he would 
‘repeat, was a despicable 
| without parallel. 


manceuvre 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
prepared to reply to the Question put to 


him. That Question was whether the 





Government intended to resign or dis- 
|solve. He would answer for the right 


The 


| would remain in office as if nothing had 


| hon. Gentleman. Government 


| occurred. They recognised the manceuvre 
|they had recourse to was not a very 
“honest one; but they were in a difficult 
| position ; and there was no other course 
for them to pursue. Last week they 
| agreed to run away from a Motion with 
| reference to the policy of the right hon. 


Member for West Birmingham ; this week 





| they ran away from a Motion against the 
The Prime 


Minister said that he was essential to the 


policy of the Prime Minister. 


country ; but why not dissolve and see 


the result ? 


o'clock. 





Adjourned at half after Twelve 
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, HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 29th March, 1905. 

j The House met at Two of the Clock. 
it _ 

. PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

1e Sa 

Ly Accrington Corporation Bill; Accring- 
i ton District Gas and Water Board Bill. 
x As amended, to be considered To-morrow. 
™ ,; Wrexham Gas Bill. As amended, con- 
ld : sidered ; to be read the third time. 

it F London United Tramways (Extension 
he & of Time) Bill. Read a second time, and 
ch committed. 

ter ff Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
ald # Railway Bill; Great Northern, Piccadilly, 
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not 
t to 
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with 
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sand Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill, 
‘ Hitchin and District Gas Bill; Great 
: Northern Railway Bill. Reported, with 
: Amendments; Reports to le upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES, CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS, AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 

Petition from Morayshire, for con- 
tinuance; to lie upon the Table. 


DOGS (PROTECTION) BILL. 


Petition from London and other places, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Kilbarchan; 

and Pollokshaws; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Ashton- 
under-Lyne ; Exmouth ; Leeds ; Leicester 
(two); National British Women’s 
Temperance Association; and Skipton; 
to lie upon the Table. 





Twelve. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Morpeth, against; to lie | 


upon the Table. 
VOL. CXLIII. 
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MILK DEPOTS (LONDON) BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Batterse., against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3331 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS). 
Copy presented, of Postal Agreement 
foran exchange of Money Orders between 
the Post Office of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and the Post Office of Russia, dated 
the 17th/29th October, 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


REVENUE (COLLECTION OF TAXES). 

Return presented, relative thereto, 
[ordered 28th February; Mr. McCrae]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 104.] 


' LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND) RETURNS. 


Copy presented, of Returns of Local 
| Taxation in Ireland for the year 1903-4 
| [by Command]; to lie upon tbe Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT 
(IRELAND), 1877. 
Copy presented, of an Order in Council, 
dated 22rd February, 1905, giving effect 
‘to Rules of Court under The Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION. 
Copy presented, of Memorandum by 
the Chairman of the Committee ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department to inquire into the 


3G 
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Law relatiiig to Compensation for Injuries | 
to Workmen, on Foreign and Colonial | 
Laws relating to Compensation for In- 

juries to Workmen. Vol. III. Supple- | 
mentary Appendix [by Command] ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


Questions. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS FUND. 

Return ordered, ‘“ relating to the Post 
Office Savings Banks Fund, giving— 

The amount of Consols (including Re- 
duced and New Three per Cent. Stocks) 
bought and sold for cash, and the cash 
paid and received for the same, for each 
year since its establishment; and the 
average price of these transactions. 


The amount of Consols held by the 
National Debt Commissioners for the 
Fund at the 3lst day of December, 1904 ; 
and 


The amount of Consols (including Re- | 
duced and New Three per Cent. Stocks) 
cancelled in exchange for Terminable 
Annuities, stating, where applicable, the 
date of cancellation, the cash value of the 
stock at that date, the amount of the 
Annuity, the term of its currency, and 
the rate ot interest at which it was set 
up.”—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


COAL IMPORTS (FRANCE). 


Return ordered, “ showing the quantity 
of Coal imported into France from Ger- 
many, Belgium, Holland, the United 
K ngdom, aud other sources in each of 
the years 1895-1904, distinguishing 
separately imports by sea and imports by 
land.” —(Sir Thomas Wrightson.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Training College for Elementary School 
Teachers—Grant to Hereford Training 
College. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether the 
Board of Education have now come to 
any decision as to the amount of grant 


that can be given in aid of the building | 


or purchase of buildings for the purpose 
of a training college for elementary 


school teachers; and, if so, whether be | 
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Questions. 


could state what sum had been or would 
be awarded to the Hereford Training 
College. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
matter is still under consideration, and [ 
am afraid that I am not yet in a position 
to make any statement upon the subject. 
The Board are in communication with 
the Treasury upon the matter. 


Wreck of the “Khyber” — Bfficiency of 
Coastguard Service. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether, in giving in- 
structions for the inquiry to be held with 
regard to the wreck of the ship ‘‘ Khyber,” 
he will order that the efficiency of the 
coastguard service in the neighbourbood 
be inquired into. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) In 
holding the inquiry ordered to be held in 
the case of the ‘“ Khyber,” due regard will 
be had to the question of the efficiency 
of the coastguard, in so far as it is 
relevant to the case. 


Irish Lightships Adrift. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
he will state at what length of cable the 
Barrels Lightship was riding when she 
broke adrift, and at what distance fiom 
the mushroom the cable parted ; and if 
he will supply a list of the Irish light- 
ships which have broken adrift during 
the last ten years, and the reasons for 
their having done so. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Iam 
informed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that this lightship was riding to 
about 200 fathoms of chain when she 
broke adrift, and that the ehain parted 
at about 80 fathoms from the mushroom. 
I am also informed that the only other 
lightships which have broken adrift 
during the past ten years are the Coning- 
beg (on 15th instant), the Daunts Rock 
(on 23nd January, 1903), and the South 
Arklow (on 3rd November, 1899), and 
that in each of these instances the cause 
was the parting of the cable during a 
severe gale. 
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1518 Questions. 
Recruiting for Royal Naval Volunteer 
Reserve. 


Sr JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state the date 
when recruiting for the Royal Naval 
Volunteer Reserve commenced; and 
whether the number 3,053, stated in the 
First Lord’s Memorandum as the total 
streigth of that forc? on Ist December, 
1904, represents the total result of efforts 
made up to that date to obtain Volun- 
teers for service in the Fleet in war, 
carrying with it the obligation to serve 
abroad or wherever the exigencies of 
war may require. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) Re- 
cruiting for the Royal Naval Volunteer 
Reserve began officially in London, the 
first centre, in August, 1903; from 
November, 1903, to July, 1904, recruiting 
commenced at various other centres at 
different dates. The number of men 
stated in the First Lord’s Memorandum 
represents the total strength of the force 
(exclusive of staff) on the 1st December 
last. That number represents the re- 
cru'ting by such divisions as the Ad- 
miralty thought desirable to authorise 
during the first year. 


Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve—Quali- 
fications required for Officers and Men. 
JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 
to the Admiralty whether he 
will lay upon the Table information as 
to the nature of the qualifications re- 
quired for officers and men entering the 
Roval Naval Volunteer force, and a copy 
of the agreement, if any, they are re- 
quired to enter into when approved for 
service, 


SIR 


Secret ary 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
nature of the qualifications required of 
officers and men entering the Royal 
Naval Volunteer Reserve, and of the 
agreement under which they volunteer 
to serve, will be found in the Admiralty 
regulations and in Schedules A and B of 
those regulations. The regulations are 
issued to the public on sale and I have 
laida copy upon the Table of the House. 


Petition of Women Sorters at Post Office 
Saviogs Bank Department. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the Post- 
master-General if a decision has yet 
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been arrived at in the case of the 
petition, dated January 6th, 1903, from 
the women sorters, Savings Bank 
Department; and if a copy of the 
decision, when given, will be supplied to 
the memorialists in writing. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
Member no doubt refers to a petition 
from the women sorters dated 19th 
January, 1903. This was considered by 
my predecessor, whose decision was 
communicated to the memorialists 
verbally on 25th February, 1903. If 
they wish for a copy of the decision they 
can have one on applying to the Con- 
troller of the Savings Bank Department. 


Telegraphists and Postal Duties. 

Mr. BELL: To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, in view of his pre- 
decessor’s assurances to telegraphists 
that no officers entering the service 
before 1896 should be compelled to per- 
form duties in the postal branch, he wi! 
explain why orders have now been given 
that certain telegraphists entering before 
that date are to take duty in sorting 
offices or be removed from the town in 
which they have lived. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am not 
aware that my predecessor gave any such 
assurance as that to which the hon 
Member refers. I shall be obliged if he 
will inform me when, and to whom, the 
statement in question was made. 

New Post Office at Birkenhea 

Str ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhe.d): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he can now hold out any hope of co: 
mencing the promised new post office 
building at Birkenhead during the coming 
financial year. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I hope 
that it my be possible to make a 
beginning in the course of the coming 
financial year, but I am still unable to 
give any definite pledge in regard to the 
new olljice,as there are many other very 
urgent Cases, 


Wages of Post Office Engineers. 
Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich): 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he is 





aware that certain men employed in the 
3G 2 
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engineering department of the Post Local Government Board have interfered 
Office, and stationed in the North- in any way to prevent this being done. 


Western district, have had their wages 
reduced to twenty-three shillings per 
week through no fault of their own; and 


will he consider the advisability of fixing | 


a minimum wage of twenty-five shillings 
per week for all adult employees of the 
engineering department of the postal 
telegraphs. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The men 
to whom the hon. Member refers were 
engaged as wiremen for a particular work, 
and that work being finished their engage- 
ment terminated. Rather, however, 
than send the men away the superin- 
tending engineer found some labourers 
work for them, and they are being paid 
the proper rate for such work. Iam not 
prepared to fix a minimum rate of 
twenty-five shillings. 


Post Office—Alteration of Official Pay 
Day. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Postimaster-General if he has 
received a petition signed by over 6,000 
London postmen protesting against the 
proposed alteration of their pay day from 
Saturday to Friday; and, if so, is he 
now prepared to alter his decision and 
retain Saturday as the official pay day. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
received petitions upon the subject from 
a large number of the London postmen, 
and they have been informed of my 
decision, Iam satisfied that it is de- 
sirable to change the pay day from 
Saturday to Friday. In order to avoid 
inconvenience long notice was given of 
the change, and an advance of pay will 
be made to any officer who requires 
temporary assistance. 


Rate Demand Notes — Particulars of 
Amounts required for Specific Purposes. 

Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT (Devon- 
shire, Torquay): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, in 
any case where the persons responsible 
for the collection of rates in a borough 
have in addition to the legal form of 
demand for rates furnished the ratepayers 
on the demand note with particulars of 
the amounts required for specific pur- 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 


Answer is in the negative. 


Salaries of Irish National School 
Teachers. 

Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what 
is the lowest class for a_ teacher 
and the lowest average attendance fora 
school to qualify for the special con- 
sideration mentioned in Rule 112 (e) cf 
the 1905 issue of the Rules and Regula- 
tions of the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland; and will this rule 
apply retrospectively to those teachers 
who, being trained or in training when 
the revised salary rules came into 
operation on April Ist, 1900, have been 
compelled, irrespective of their classifica- 
tion and the importance of the schools 
entrusted to their charge, to accept third 
grade salary on their appointment as 
principals, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners require a Classification 
of first division of second clas 
and they reserve to themselves thie 
power of deciding, according — to 
the merits of each case, whether the 
school is, in the terms of the rule, ‘large 
and important.” The special —con- 
sideration mentioned in the rule is given 
only to those assistants who were in thie 
service before April, 1900, and who muy 
now be appointed principals, 


Evicted Tenants on the White Estate, 
near Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether an in- 
spector has been appointed by the 
Kstates Commissioners to inquire into 
the cases of evicted tenants on the White 
Estate, near Bantry ; and, if so, what is 
the name of the gentleman. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
applications of these tenants for reinstate- 
ment has been reported upon by an 
inspector, but it is not usual or necessary 


poses, including that of education, the | to state the inspector's name. 
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of the Irish Agricultural Department. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 

Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in view of the fact that it has been 
alleged that certain Catholic clerks in the 
veterinary branch of the Agricultural 
Department had made misstatements of 
facts in their reply to the s>cretary’s 
minute condemning the Parliamentary 
action taken in their case, and seeing 
that both the text of the clerks’ reply as 
well as particulars of their alleged mis- 
statements have so far been withheld 
from the House, he will say what steps 
he proposes taking to enable the House 
to form an independent judgment on the 
whole matter. 


(Answered Ey Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts of the case have been repeatedly 
stated in the House in reply to the hon. 
Member’s Questions. I do not propose to 
take any steps in the matter. 


Clifdea Harbour Improvements. 

Mr. O MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
whether the improvement of the Clifden 
ilarbour, for which £3,000 was allotted 
under the Marine Works Act, has yet 
commenced; and, if not, whether, in 
view of the importance to the fishing 
industry of this district, and also in view 
of the fact that distress at present prevails 
in the neighbourhood, steps will be taken 
to start this work without further delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
negotiations in respect of works at Clifden 
have not yet been brought to a conclusion, 
Measures for the relief of exceptional 
distress in the Clifden Union have already 
been adopted. 


Arrest of the Owa of Ilesha. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
any information as to the arrest of the 
Owa of Ilesha, in the Lagos Colony, on 
the 19th instant, and his deportation to 
Benin by order of the Governor of Lagos ; 
and, if so, whether he will state what 
were the reasons for this action. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 


I have received no information on this 
subject. 


Questions. 


Brigade of Guards—Deficiency of Officers. 
Mr. COLSTON = (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury): To ask the Secretary of 


‘State for War when he proposes to fill up 


the vacancies in the junior ranks of the 
officers of the Brigade of Guards. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) I am not at present in a position 
to make any statement in regard to the 
measures to be taken to remedy the 
deficiency of officers in question. 


Service Rifle—Cost if made in Government 
Factories or by Private Contractors. 
Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 

field): To ask the Secretary of State for 

War what is the cost per rifle to the 

Government of the present service rifle 

when made in Government factories and 

when made by private contractors for the 

Government, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The figures for the present long 
rifle for 1903-4 were: — Ordnance 
Factories, £2 14s, 4}d.; Trade, £3 10s. 01., 
and these prices are exclusive of cost of 
inspection and other Departmental ex- 
penses. The figures for the short rifle 
were given in reply to the hon. Member 
for the Epping Division of Essex on 
the 21st instant.T 


Cost of Ammunition. 

Str JAMES WOODHOUSE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what is 
the cost to the Government per 1,000 
rounds of the *303 cordite ammunition as 
now issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The cost per 1,000 rounds of 
the Mark VI. ammunition for 1903-4 
was—Ordnance Factories, £4 7s. 2}d.; 
Trade (average), £4 10s. Od. For the 
year 1904-5 the actual factories’ price 
has not yet been worked out, but the 
trade average price is £4 83. 6d. These 
prices are exclusive of cost of inspection 
and other Departmental expenses. 





+ See page 641. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Solderless Tinning Syndicate—-Admiralty 
Circulars. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.)°*, 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad-— 
miralty whether, in view of the fact that 
in January, 1902, the Admiralty issued a 
circular C.P. 57/575 to contractors for 
tinned goods, pointing out the advantages 
of the patent in the hands of the 
Maconochie’s Solderless Tinning Syndi- 
cate, Limited, and the gain, in spite of 
the syndicate’s royalty, resulting from the 
adoption of this new process, and that, 
in a circular in July, 1902, the Admiralty 
drew the attention of contractors to the 
fact that this syndicate were prepared 
to supply ary Admiralty contractors with 
the requisite plant for making these tins 
at once and at cost price, he will give the 
names of those who form this syndicate. 


THe SECRETARY to tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): The Admiralty is not 
aware of the names of the persons form- 
ing the Maconochie Solderless Tinning 
Syndicate, Limited. The first circular, 
referred to in the hon. Member’s Question, 
asked the opinion of leading provision 
preservers as to the advantages claimed 
by the syndicate for this tin. The second 
circular asked for alternative tenders for 
jam supplied in these tins and in ordinary 
tins. 


His Majesty's Ship 
ultan.” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty, with reference to the Return, 
Navy (Vessels struck off the Effective 
List), can he state as to His ——*) 
ship ‘Sultan,’ completed in 1871 at a 
total cost of £506,455, and on which 
£204,913 was spent in raising and recon- 
structing her after she had been sunk 
near Malta, as well as £136,521 in repairs 
during the last ten years, or a total of 
£341,454, what has been the total sum 
expended on this ship, whether in raising 
her when a wreck, or in repairs, since her 
completion in 1871. 


Expenditure on 


Mr. PRETYMAN: £132,570 of the | 
£204,913 were spent in the ten years | 
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' covered by column 6 of the Return, and 
are therefore included in the £136,521 
shown in that column. The total sum 
expended upon the “Sultan”’ since her 


a] 


completion has been £411,358. 


Highland Regiments. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state how many Highland regi- 
ments are quartered in the Highlands of 
Scotland, the strength of each regiment, 
the number of Gaelic-speaking ministers 
attached to these regiments, and whether 
weekly services are held in Gaelic. 


THE SECRETARYor STATE rorWAR 
(Mr. ARNoLD-Forsrer, Belfast, W.): There 
is one Highland regiment quartered in the 
Highlands, at Fort George, viz., the Ist 
Royal Highlanders. The strength of this 
battalion is 591, all ranks. As regards 
religious ministrations, all such arrange- 
ments are left in the hands of the General 
Officer Commanding, to whom the hon, 
Member should apply for the information 
he requires. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.), on a point of order, asked if the 
Secretary of State for War had not 
been guilty of a breach of Parliamentary 
privilege in referring the hon, Member 
for information to the commanding officer 
of the regiment, seeing that the right 
hon. Gentleman was himself responsible 
to the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is obviously 
not a question of order. 


Military Peat Moss Contracts at 
Belfast. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
military authorities in Belfast are at 
present advertising tor some thousand 
tons of peat mess, he will give an 
undertaking that, having regard to 
the abundance of peat moss in Ireland, 
the peat moss for which tenders are 
invited will not be imported from 


| Germany. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : No restric- 
tions are placed on the source of supply 
of the peat moss litter. Consideration 
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will, however, be accorded to suitability | 
and price. 


Tinned Rations in the Egyptian and 
Soudan Campaigns. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state whether in recent campaigns in 
Egypt and the Soudan tins of pre- 
served rations, closed in the ordinary 
way by solder and subjected to excep- 
tional treatment under active service 
conditions as great or greater than 
that to which the rations in South 
Africa recently condemned were exposed, 
for the most part remained in a sound 
state; and what proportion, if any, of 
such tinned goods was it found necessary 
to destroy during those campaigns. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No special 
reports can now be traced of the 
destruction or condemnation of preserved 
rations during the recent campaigns in 
Egypt and the Soudan. 


Captain NORTON: Surely it is 
known whether the supplies generally 
were satisfactory or whether a large 
proportion had to be destroyed as in 
the late war ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It 
long time since, and 
available. 


is @ 
no reports are 


Captain NORTON: I shall draw 


attention to this matter later on. 


Emergency Rations—Solderless Tinning. 

CapraIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
s‘ate what proportion of the 1,034,532 
eniergency rations, and of the 4,537,090 
meat and vegetable rations, referred to 
in the last Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General as destroyed in 
South Africa, had been closed and 
insulated with non-deleterious paper by 
the patent process of the Maconochie’s 
Solderless Tinning Syndicate, Limited, 
and what proportion hermetically sealed 
with solder in the ordinary way. 


Captain NORTON: I beg also to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
state what proportion of the 497,125 
emergency rations condemned at home and 
what proportion of the 365,600 of similar 
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rations replaced by the contractor, many 
of which latter were subsequently found 
to be unsound, although guaranteed for 
two years and not sent out of this 
country, had been closed by the patent 
process of the Maconochie’s Solderless 
Tinning Syndicate, Limited ; and what 
proportion had been hermetically sealed 
with solder in the ordinary way. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: All tins of 
emergency rations supplied during the 
war were hermetically sealed with solder 
in theordinary way. Certain tins of meat 
and vegetable rations supplied during 
the latter part of the war period were 
closed without solder, but the number 
is not known. So far as can be ascer- 
tained, about two-thirds of the tins were 
soldered and one-third were solderless. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
asked whether the right hon, Gentleman 
thought it desirable to refer to General 
Butler’s Committee the question of 
adopting the one form or the other. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 
It is not, | think, a suitable matter to 
refer to the Committee. 


Captain NORTON asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would give the names 
of the gentlemen connected with the 
syndicate, seeing that the Secretary to 
the Admiralty suppressed that portion of 
his Question to him. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I will 
endeavour to answer a Question if the 
hon. and gallant Member will give notice 
of it. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): May I ask whether the contractors 
paid for the material to replace the 
emergency rations at Woolwich, whether 
they were specially inspected, and 
whether the Government received the 
money for all material supplied ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes; I 
believe the facts are as stated by the 
hon, Member. 


Militia Officers’ Travelling Expenses. 
CotoneL LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, 


_N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


for War whether it is intended this year 
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to adopt the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission on Militia and Volun- 
teer Forces, namely, that officers should 
travel to and from their homes at the 
public expense when attending training 
or courses, or called up for duty. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The recom- 
mendation in question refers to Militia 
officers. As stated in the Memorandum 
on Army Estimates, until the reductions 
in the Militia therein referred to have 
taken place it will not be possible to give 
effect to the principal recommendations 
of the Commission. It has not, there- 
fore, been found practicable to carry out 
the recommendation alluded to in the 
Question. 


Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he has any 
intention of proceeding with the enlarge- 
ment of the Royal Military College, 
Sandhurst ; and, if not, whether this will 
entail the abandonment of the previously 
arranged scheme for a two years course 
for cadets, 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
Answer to the first Question is in the 
affirmative. Until the enlargement is 
effected, it will be necessary to reduce 
the course at the college from two years 
to twelve months in order to increase the 
output. 


Army Clothing Wastage. 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): On be- 
half of the hon. Member for South Somer- 
setshire, | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state the 
reason why the War Office did not retain 
in stock instead of selling a short time ago 
a large number of suits for discharged 
soldiers, seeing that they are now asking 
for tenders for 2,000 suits of similar 
clothing. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1o 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
storage room occupied by the stock in 
question was urgently required for other 
more important purposes. The hon. 
Member will understand that the storage 
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accommodation at the Royal Army 
Clothing Depot is limited. 


The Transvaal War Loan. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called 
to the statement of Mr. F. Eckstein, 
to the effect that nothing would 
give the Rand mineowners greater 
pleasure than to be called upon to 
fulfil their obligations in respect of the 
£30,000,000 Transvaal Loan at once; 
and whether he will, in view of this 
statement, take steps to issue this loan. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have seen the 
statement attributed to Mr. Eckstein, 
in the report of an interview in a weekly 
newspaper. I have nothing to add to 
what I said in this House on the 20tht 
and 22ndt of March. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Was Mr. 
Eckstein one of those who agreed to 
underwrite the loan ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Either he or his 
firm were included among the under- 
writers. 


Halifax and Esquimault Defences. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies when was the offer made 
by the Canadian Government to tike 
over the defences at Halifax and Esqui- 
mault; what were the terms and con- 
ditions of the offer; and when and why 
was the offer refused. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the Answer which I gave 
on February 27ths to a similar Question 
by the hon. Member for East Perthshire, 
from which he will learn the date and 
the terms of the offer, and will also 
perceive that the offer has not been 
refused. 


tSee page 5d4. 
tSee page 825, 


{ See (4) Debates, exli., 1299. 
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National Debt. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt were, in the evidence 
given before the Select Committee of 
1902 on Savings Banks Funds, admitted 
by the Controller-General of the National 
Debt to be practically a phantom body; 
and, if so, whether he will recommend 
the appointment of a Committee to con- 
sider the position and duties of the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt, and to report whether 
any, and, if so, what, alterations should 
be made in the constitution and status of 
the body with the view of restoring to it 
the position of exercising control over the 
national finances, 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir, I am not 
prepared to recommend the appointment 
of a Committee for the purpose suggested 
by the hon. Member. I may add that 
there is no foundation for the suggestion 
that it is the business ot the National 
Deb: Commissioners to control the 
national finances. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether it 
was not the fact that the Commissioners 
had never met since their appointment 
in 1862, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think they met once—in 1864, but IT am 
not quite certain. The work of the Com- 
missioners is carried on by the Controller’s 
Office in frequent communication with 
and under the direction of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who consults the other 
Commissioners if he thinks it necessary. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : Have they ever 
net since their appointment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think once, but if the hon. Member wants 
particulars of these meetings and will 
put down an unstarred Question, I will, 
if I can, answer it. 


Pension Regulations. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
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he will consider the 


| providing for such alterations in exist- 


ing regulations as will enable Civil 
servants who have served in the Army 
or the Navy to obtain recognition 
of non- pensioned military or naval 
service on being superannuated from the 
Civil Departments. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DISH, Derbyshire, W.): The alteration 
suggested by the hon. Member could not 
be effected without legislation, and I do 
not think that such legislation is called 
for in the circumstances of the present 
time, 


Dr. MACNAMARA: ,Then if a man 
has served until he is eligible for an 
Army or Navy pension and then joins the 
Civil Service is he for that reason dis- 
qualified for the pension earned in the 
Army or Navy ? 

*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH asked 


for notice to be given. 


Licensing Regulations. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attenton has been drawn to 
the fact that, under his Licensing Rules, 
1904, if the local bench, after objection 
by a member of the public, reports a 
licence as not required, the compensation 
authority at its preliminary meeting may 
decide forthwith to renew the licence 
without hearing the public objector, 
whereas the compensation authority has 
no power to refuse the renewal of a 
licence at the preliminary meeting, but 
can only refer it for final decision to the 
principal meeting, at which the licensee 
concerned must be summoned to attend; 
and, if so, whether he wil modify his 
rules so as to secure for the public 
objector the right to be heard in person 
by any meeting of justices to which is 
entrusted the power of renewing a licence. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STAT ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 


Douc as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
hon. Member seems to be under a 
misapprehension. The compensation 
authority have no power, either under 
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the Licensing Act, 1904, or the rules, to 
renew any licence. Section 1, Sub-section 
2, of the Act provides that they may, if 
they think it expedient after hearing 
parties, refuse the renewal of a licence 
referred to them. If they do not think 
it expedient, the provisional renewal 
granted by the renewal authority under 
the Act and the rules continues in force. 
The right of the “ public objector” (to 
use the hon. Member’s phrase) to be 
heard before the justices who have 
power to renew licences is secured by 
the existing law, and is not affected by 
the rules, which I see, therefore, no 
reason to alter. 


Mr. LEIF JONES: Does the licence 
remain a provisional licence throughout 
the year ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I should 
like notice of that Question. If the hon. 
Member will see me privately on the 
subject I will give him full information. 


Metropolitan Pneumatic Despatch 
Company’s Bill. 

Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the pending 
Bill for incorporating a company, under 
the name of the Metropolitan Paeumatic 
Despatch Company, for the purpose of 
laying pipes for pneumatic despatch 
under the streets of the county of Lon- 
don; and whether, having regard to the 
fact that a Royal Commission has under 
consideration the state of London streets 
and the best mode of preventing the 
congestion of traffic, he will oppose the 
grant of further powers of breaking up 
the streets and impeding traffic to a 
private company until that Commission 
has reported. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport): May I at 
the :ame tim: ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether, 
having regard to the number of pipes 
and wircs elready occupying the subsoil 
of the principal London thoroughfares, 
and the interference with traffic arising 
from the breaking up of streets, the 
Government wi'l oppose new and exten- 
sive powers of using the subsoil being 
granted to a private company such as 
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that proposed to be constituted by the 
Pneumatic Despatch Company’s Bill; 
and whether any communication on the 
subject of the Bill has taken place be- 
tween the Government and the London 
County Council as the main drainage 
authority, the owner of an extensive 
system of London tramways, and the 
central representative authority of the 
Metropolis. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STaNLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : As 
this affects my Department, perhaps I 
may be allowed to reply. I have re- 
ceived representations from the London 
County Council and the Corporation of 
the City of London with reference to the 
Bill ; those bodies point out the great 
inconvenience which will result to the 
inhabitants of London from so extensive 
an interference with the streets of the 
Metropolis as that contemplated by the 
proposed company. I share this view, 
and I am unable to see that any advan- 
tage for the postal service could be 
derived from the creation of a system 
of pneumatic despatch which would 
counterbalance the grave evils arising 
from the construction and maintenance 
of a new and extensive system of under- 
ground tubes. I therefore view with 
disfavour the proposals of the Bill, and 
am strongly of opinion that no such 
measure should be proceeded with until 
the Royal Commission which is consider- 
ing the question of London traffic has 
made its Report. Iam acting entirely 
in harmony with the City Corporation and 
the London County Council in this 
matter. 


Postal Arrangements with Canada. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: TI beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to the statement made by the 
Secretary of State for Canada in the 
Senate at Ottawa, on February 22nd, 1905, 
that the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in refusing to accede to the repeated 
demands of the Canadian authorities for 
a reduction in certain postal arrangements 
wasextraordinary, unwise, unsympathetic, 
and unpatriotic ; and, if so, what action 
does His Majesty’s Government intend 
taking. 
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Lorpv STANLEY: My attention has 


_ been called to the statement in question. 


The re:sons which render it impossible 
for His Majesty’s Government to accede 
to the request for the reduction of certain 
postal rates to Canada were fully ex- 
plained by me recently in reply to a 
deputation. They are too long to give 
in Answer across the floor of the House, 
but [ shall be happy to furnish the hon. 
Member with a report of my remarks. 
He will then see that there are two sides 
to this question. 


Foreign Officers in the British Mercantile 
Marine. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if he will state how many ships of the 
British mercantile marine are now com- 
man led or officered by persons who are 
not British subjects. 


Tur PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tro tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(M. Borar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friar-): The Board of Trade have 


no information showing the number of 
Britis’: ships now commanded or officered 
by foreigners, The desired information 
for the year 1901 is contained in Parlia- 
mentary Paper, Cd. 1542. 


Erosion of the English Coast. 
Mr. MARKS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
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| the ordinary law of the land to apply and 
cease prosecutions which may be illegal. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The reply to the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. The First 
Commissioner regrets that he is unable to 
give any pledge pending the decision of 
the case 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : When is the 
decision of the High Court likely to be 
given ? 


Lorp BALCARRES: I cannot say; 
we have no control over His Majesty’s 
Judges or the High Court, but we are as 
anxious as anybody to get the decision 
without delay. 


North Sea Fisheries Scientific 
Investigations. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state whether any 
Fishery Board cruisers have been utilised 
for the purposes of the North Sea 
Fisheries Scientific Investigations ; and, 
if so, will he name the vessels so em- 
ployed, and state for what period they 
were respectively engaged. 


*THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): No 
Fishery Board cruisers have been utilised 
for the purposes of the North Sea 
Fisheries Scientific Investigations. 


he can state what area of land around | 


the English coast has been lost within 
the last fifty years by erosion, and the 
approximate value of such land, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I regret that the | 


Board of ‘Trade are unable to give even 
an epproximate estimate of the area and 
value cf the land which has been lost 
within the last fifty years by erosion 
arourd the English coast. 


Motor-Car Speeds in the Parks. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) : I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware that a case concerning the legal 
validity of the regulations prescribing ten 
miles an hour in the parks is now under 
appeal to the High Court ; and whether, 
until that appeal is decided, he will allow 


Long Island Medical Officer of Health. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland has yet received @ report from 
the Lewis District Committee relative to 
the appointment of a medical officer of 
health for the Long Island; and in the 
event of effect being given to the sug- 
gestion, will arrangements be made for 
the new officer to be responsible to the 
Local Government Board direct. and not 
to the medical officer of health for the 
county. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The Answer 
to the first part of the hon. Member's 
Question is in the negative. With regard 
to the second part I have nothing to add 
to the reply given to the hon. Member 
on March 14th.f 


+ See (4) Debates, cxlit., 1384. 
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Mr. WEIR: The right hon. Gentleman 


Questions. 


has not answered the latter part of my | 


Question. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: If the hon. | 


Member will look at the reply given on 
the 14th he will find I have given all 
the information I have. 


Absconding Newry Rate Collector. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, 
with reference to the case of the ab- 
sconding ratecollector in Newry, whether 
he has ascertained that Livingstone, as 
sole executor of the will of the late 
Francis Fearon, received over £900 of 
trust money; that instead of investing 
this money in the names of the bene- 
ficiaries he invested part of it in his own 
name in the Carlingford Steamship 
Company and in the Dundalk and Newry 
Steamship Company ; and that he subse- 
quently sold these shares and embezzled 
the proceeds as well as the balance 
which he had not invested; if so, whether 
he can state why the Crown held that 
these facts did not afford sufficient reason 
for applying in Canada for the execution 
of the warrant issued against him in 
Newry ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that he subsequently embezzled the funds 
entrusted to him as rate collector, he will 
state whether steps will now be taken to 
enforce the warrant issued in the case. 


Tuk ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have already explained to the 
hon, Member that a prosecution in such 
a case as this can only be instituted with 
the consent of the Attorney-General, 
and that my fiat was never asked for or 
obtained before the warrant was issued ; 
that Fearon and his solicitor were in- 


formed what legal evidence should be 


furnished be‘ore any action could be 
taken to have Livingstone brought back 
to this country; that no such evidence 
has ever been furnished, and no legal 


evidence ever tendered to prove any of | 
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'to them, but refused to have any 
information sworn in support of that 
charge, preferring to sue his sureties in 
a civil Court, which they have done, 
The Answer to the last query is in the 
negative. 


Questions. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Why did not the 
police inquire of the localauthority? Is 
there any doubt whatever as to the facts 
mentioned in the Question ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The urban council 
refused the information, and before the 
Attorney-General can authorise a prose- 
cution he must have evidence befo-e 
him sufficient to justify his sanction 
being given. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: If evidence is now 
laid before the right hon. Gentleman will 
he apply for this man’s extradition ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: If proper evidence 
is laid I shall be only too happy to take 
the necessary proceedings. 


Irish Department of Agriculture—English 
and Scotch Officials. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many English 
and how many Scotch people are em- 
ployed in Ireland by the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, and what is the gross 
amount of salary paid to them; and 
whether, in the making of future appoint- 
ments, the Department will take into 
consideration the claims of Irish candi- 
dates to employment in their own 
country. : 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY — ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Long, Bristol, 
'$.): The Department have no record 
of the nationality of the members of their 
staff. In making appointments the 
Department endeavours to secure the 
services of those who, in their opinion, 
are best qualified for the discharg: of 
the particular work required. 


the several statements of facts mentioned | 


in the Question. The absence of such 
evidence is the reason why the Crown 
have not taken any action. The 
Newry Urban Council complained to 
the},police that Livingstone had appro- 
priated a large sum of money belonging 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
Will the right hon.Gentleman, inanswering 
a Question of this kind, try to give us facts. 
It is scarcely respectful to answer the 

| Question in the way he has done. Kvery- 
body knows the nitionality of these men. 
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Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I gave the 


: Answer in precisely the same form as I 


should have done had it been addressed 
to me at the Local Government Board 
Office. I said the Department have no 
records. That is the case. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Who was 
that Answer prepared by, was it by Sir 
Horace Piunkett, who ought either to bein 
this House to answer Questions or to 
resign. Itis a fa'licious Answer. [Cries 
of “ Order.”] Yes, it is fallacious. 


*\r. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to comment on the Answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I am com- 
menting, Sir, on the conduct of those who 
by calling me to order are seeking to 
usurp your position. 


Irish Public Loan Fund Board. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the cost of 
administration of the Public Loan Fund 
Board of Ireland is derived wholly or in 
part from the profits derived from the 
compulsory purchase of stationery by 
local loan fund societies from the Loan 
Fund Office in Dublin Castle; and, if so, 
will the Government take the necessary 
steps to abolish this monopoly and to 
defray the cost of administration of the 
Public Loan Fund Board out of the 
Imperial Treasury. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The expenses 
of administration of this Board are 
derived in part from the sale of 
promissory note and debenture forms, 
under the authority of 6 and 7 Vic., cap. 
91, Sec. 46, and 55 and 56 Vic., cap. 17, 
Sec. 2. The Government are in no way 
responsible for the administration of the 
Loan Fund Board. The reply to the 
second inquiry is in the negative. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is not the 
purchase of the stationery compulsory 
under the statute ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I ought to 
have notice of that Question. I can only 
give the facts as they reach me. 
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Donegal Farm Prize Scheme. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Department of Agricul- 
ture in Ireland has requested the secre- 
tary of the County of Donegal Committee 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
to prepare a map of county Donegal, 
showing the residence of each entrant 
under the Farm Prize Scheme, 1905; 
and, if so, will he state for what purpose 
such a map is considered necessary ; and 
whether, in view of the trouble and cost 
that the preparation of such a map would 
involve, he will say from what fund such 
expense would be defrayed, and direct 
that the information given in the entry 
forms shall be used to enable the officials 
of the Depariment to locate the 
competitors. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
map is required for the convenience of 
the itinerant instructors in agriculture, 
who are supplied free of cost to the 
county, to act as judges under the scheme 
of prizes for cottages and small farms. 
The only expense would be the cost of a 
county index map, viz., 2s. 6d., which 
would be defrayed out of the administra- 
tive expenses of the scheme. It is appre- 
hended that but little trouble would be 
involved in marking on the map the 
approximate location of competing 
holdings. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is not this 
map rendered essential owing to the 
ignorance of the itinerant instructors ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, o:der! I 
must ask the hon. Member to refrain 
from commenting on the Answers, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 
only chance one has, 


Tt is the 


Galway Guardians and Education Rule 
No. 127b, 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a copy of the resolution 
adopted by the board of guardians of 
Galway Union at their meeting, held on 
22nd instant, protesting against the new 


tule, No. 127b, issued by the Board of 
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National Education, Ireland, complaining 
that the enforcement of this rule would 
mean the withdrawal from their schools 
of the male assistant teachers of Ireland, 
and asking for the withdrawal of the rule 
in question; and, if so, what action does 
he propose taking in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The resolution 
has been received. I have already stated 
that the Commissioners will specially con- 
sider any case in which the enforcement 
of the rule would lead to the disemploy- 
ment of an assistant teacher. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the 
Commissioners consider the propriety of 
withdrawing the rule altogether in view 
of the objection raised to it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: TI have stated 
they are not inclined to do that, but they 
will consider individual cases. 


Castlederg and Killeter No. 2 Dispensary 
istrict. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a letter of 
Mr. John McGlinchy, dated March 6th 
instant, sending to the Local Govern- 
ment Board a petition signed by 220 
ratepayers in the Castlederg and Killeter 
No. 2 Dispensary District of Castlederg 
Union, North Tyrone, relative to the 
place of residence of the medical officer, 
and complaining that his residence is on 
the bounds of the district, which imposed 
on many of the destitute poor when 
requiring medical aid the necessity of 
travelling up to twelve miles in all 
weathers for the purpose of obtaining it; 
and, if so, will he take the necessary 
steps to obviate this, and insure that the 
medical officer may take up his abode in 
a central position in his district which 
will be reasonably accessible to all the 
poor inhabitants who are entitled to 
medical aid. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The petition 
did not allege that any hardship to the 
sick poor had resulted from the position 
of the medical officer’s residence. The 
officer in question has complied with the 
terms of his appointment by residing 
within his district, and the Board see no 
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reason for interfering in the matter, 
upon the facts at present before them. 


County Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have taken any steps to 
effect the reinstatement of Messrs. David 
aid Daniel Loughnan. Kilmurry, Cordal, 
Castleisland, county Kerry, whose hold- 
ings have been lying derelict since the 
time of their eviction; and, if not, when 
the Commissioners may be expected to 
take such steps in the interest of the 
evicted tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Applications 
for reinstatement have been received, 
but the estate concerned has not vet 
come before the Commissioners. ; 


Mr. MURPHY: But having regard 
to the fact that these farms are derelict, 
cannot the right hon. Gentleman instruct 
the Estates Commissioners to enter into 
negotiations with reference to them ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is not the 
intention of the Irish Government to 
interfere with the order in which the 
Estates Commissioners deal with applica- 
tions, 


Mr. MURPHY: But these are derelict 
evicted farms and they could move 
quickly. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: They are 
perfectly competent to deal with thes: 
cases themselves. 


Mr. MURPHY: I think they are 
perfectly incompetent. 


Caldbeck Estate, Queen’s County. 

Mr. DELANY (Qveen’s County, Ossory): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
report of the inspector in the case of the 
Caldbeck Estate, Ballacolla, Queen’s 
County, has yet been considered by the 
Estates Commissioners; and, if so, c.n 
he say what course they propose taking 
with respect to the distribution of the 
untenanted land, which comprises half 
the estate, and for which claims have 
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been submitted on behalf of thirty-four 


_ small occupiers in the locality. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The inspector’s 
report is under the consideration of the 
Commissioners. 


De Freyne Estates. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Boards have yet con- 
cluded negotiations for the purchase of 
the De Freyne Estates in the counties of 
Roscommon, Sligo, and Galway; and 
whether he can give the particulars as to 
price for the different classes of tenancy, 
the number of tenants, the amount of 
untenanted land, valuation, rental, and 
total price. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Negotiations 
have not yet been concluded. 


Kerry Fair Rent Appeals. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can now 
state when the Chief Land Commission 
will sit in Kerry to hear fair rent appeals. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It has been 
provisionally arranged that a sitting will 
be held at Killarney on June 27th. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman give a more definite reply ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: What pos- 
sibly could be more definite than the 
actual date—June 27th. 


Trinity College Tenantry. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he can now state when 
the Report of the Commission appointed 
to inquire into the relations between 
Trinity College and.their tenants will be 
published ; and whether he will circulate 
the same asa Parliamentary Paper for 
the use of Members of the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
Missioners expect to complete their Report 
about the middle of next month. The 
question of issuing the Report as a 
Parliamentary Paper will be decided 
when it is received. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider “next month” 
definite 2 


Questions. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Mahon Estate, County Galway, 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a portion 
of the Mzhon Estate, Ballydonlon, county 
Galway, purchased by the Estates 
Commissioners, is to be given to a 
Mr. Rothwell, petty sessions clerk of 
Ballinasloe, who was never a tenent on 
the estate, and who dees not live within 
miles of it, seeirg that Mr. Rothwell is 
already in possession of more than one 
farm elsewhere. 


Mr. WALTER LON&: The purchase 
of this estate by the tenants was com- 
pleted in April last. Mr. Rothwell was 
not one of the purchasers. 


Dual Duties in the Dublin Post Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General if he is aware ihat it is the 
custom to send men appointed on the 
telegraph side in Dublin to the sorting 
office at a moment’s notice, where they 
have to take up duties which they are 
unaccustomed to; if when employed in 
the sorting office these men make 
mistakes, will their want of practice be 
taken into account when their increments 
are considered; and, when they eventually 
return to the telegraph room, will due 
allowance be made for their absence from 
the instruments if any mistakes are made 
in important public messages. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa- 
tion, but I will make inquiry on the subject 
to which the hon. Member refers. 


Dual Working in Irish Post Oifices. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 


Postmaster-General if he is aware, 
notwithstanding the statement made 
by Mr. Kirkwood in answer to the Irish 
witnesses before the Bradford Committee 
that in large offices dual working had 
only to be undertaken during the first 
few years of servic, that officers with 
over five years service are still employed 
on dual working in Dublin; and can he 
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say what grounds Mr. Kirkwood had for 
making this statement when the perform- 
ance of dual duties was being advanced 
as a claim for extra remuneration. 


Questions, 


Lorp STANLEY: 
has omitted the words “as a rule’ from 
the evidence given by the official witness. 
It is a fact, as stated by the witness, 
that ‘‘at the larger offices dual working 
has as a rule only to be undertaken for 
the first few years of service.” The 
present conditions at Dublin are due to 
the falling off in the telegraph traffic, 
which has necessitated a transfer of staff 
to the sorting office, where their services 
are required. 


Dublin Telegraph Clerks’ Grievances. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General is he aware that six- 
teen sorting clerks and telegraphists in 
Dublin appointed to the telegraph side 
have within the past few years been 
repeatedly sent to the sorting office at a 
moment’s notice, and have as a conse- 
quence to perform irregular duties ; and 
‘whether, seeing that such withdrawal 
from the instrument room interferes with 
their efficiency as telegraphists, and that 
public work is endangered when handled 
by telegraphists out of practice, and, 
having regard to his condemnation of 


this system when speaking on last year’s | 


Estimates, will he see that itis abolished ; 
and further, is he aware that, although | 
the:e men have been removed from the 
instrument room on the plea of surplus 
staff, since their removal as many as_126 
hours overtime were performed in the 
instrument room. 


Lorp STANLEY: 
whom the hon. Member refers are, under 
the conditions of their appointment, 


liable to serve either on the telegraph or | 


on the postal side. Their employment 
on postal work does not produce the 
serious results which the hon. Member 
apprehends. As regards the last part of 
his Question, I will make inquiry. 


Public Servants and Vaccination. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Treasury, seeing that candi- | 


dates for the public service are not) 
allowed to take up appointments unless | 
they have been vaccinated, and that this | 
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regulation penalises candidates who have 
a conscientious objection to vaccination, 
will he take such steps as may be 
necessary to enable such candidates to 
obtain exemption from the rule enforcing 
vaccination. 


Questions. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I cannot 
quite understand the use of the word 
conscientious in the Question. I do not 
see how anybody cin conscientiously 
object to being vaccinated. 


Mr. WEIR: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman understand that I may have 
a conscience, and in my conscience I may 
object ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can under- 
stand an objection to being vaccinated, 
just as I can understand objection to 
sleeping in an insanitary room; but the 
objection is not a@ conscientious one; it 
has nothing to do with conscience. 


Mr. WHIR: I will furnish the right 
hon. Gentleman with the case of one 
person who has a conscience. 


Highland Regiments. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Treasury wheth>r the Imperial 
'Commities of Defence will consider the 
| difficulties in adopting any War Office 
scheme which seeks to gioup Highland 
regiments with Lowland — regiments, 
divest them of the kilt, and quarter thein 
with Lowland regiments in the Lowlands 
| of Scotland. 


The officers to | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am told there 
‘isto be no grouping of Highland with 
Lowland regiments, that there is no change 
to be made as regards their quarters, and 
that there is no idea of divesting Highland 
regiments of their kilts. 


| Compensation for Improvements of Town 
Holdings. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
introduce legislation to enable persons 
living i in towns in Great Britain to enjoy 
like advantages to those living in agr'- 
cultural districts in respect of compensa- 
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tion for improvements executed as tenants 
of lands and buildings held by lease. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am 
prepared to extend our present programme 
of legislation. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill. 


Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether, in view of recent disclosures in | 


connection with the supply of goods to 
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not | 


Questions. 
' Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will not 


| the right hon. Gentleman say if he means 

to take any step in regard to the Resolu- 
'tion? If he was not here last night, 
surely he could have made _ himself 
| acquainted with what occurred through 
| the ordinary channels of information ? 


| Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): I only wish to ask 
/one short and simple Question. Is the 
right hon. Gentleman still Leader of the 
House of Commons ? 


Government Departmenis, he will give | 


facilities for passing during the present 
session through this House the Preven- 
tion of Corruption Bill, introduced into 


the House of Lords by the Lord Chancel- | 


lor, and which has already been passed 
by that House several times. 


Mr. A. |e BALFOUR: 


prevents me giving an assurance such as 
the hon. Gentleman desires. 


The Fiscal Retaliation Resolution. 

Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury a 
Question of which I regret I have not 
been able to give him private notice— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am Leader 
of the House of Commons so long as the 
majority of that House gives me its ccn- 
fidence. If the right hon. Gentleman 
doubts whether that is the present fact, 
there are means at his disposal for testing 

| 1t 


I am afraid | 
that the condition of public business | 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
Where were your followers last night ? 


| Mr. CHURCHILL: The right hon. 
| Gentleman has not answered any one of 
|the Questions I put to him; and, if I 

|rightly understand him, he requires 
| notice ; and, if so, I will put down the 
| Question for to-morrow. 


whether his attention has been drawn to | 


4 Resolution standing on the Journals of | 


the House which runs as follows :— 
“Resolved, nemine contradicente, That, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have now 


/ read the Resolution. What is it the hon. 


| Member asks 2 


in view of the declarations made by the | 


Prime Minister, this House 
necessary to record its condemnation of 
his policy of fiscal retaliation; ” what 


thinks it | 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I ask the right 


| hon. Gentleman whether he proposes to 
| ask 


the House of Commons to expunge 





precedents can be cited in favour of a/ the Resolution; what precedent he can 
Government ignoring such a Resolution; cite in favour of the Government’s 
if he proposes to ask the House to ex- | ignoring a Resolution which specifically 
punge that Resolution from its Journals, | condemns their official policy; and 
and, if so, when; or whether, if the | whether, while the Resolution stands, he 
Resolution stands, he considers retention | considers his retention of office consonant 
of office consonant with his public duty | with his public duty or his personal 
or personal honour. | honour. 


| 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry, *Mr. SPEAKER: Tue last phrase is 
the hon. Gentleman did not take the | one that should be withdrawn. 
ordinary course of giving me notice of 
his Question, because if he had done 
so I would have made myself ac- 
quainted with what appears to have 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If it goes bevond 
the limit which Parliamentary language 
|should allow, I willingly leave out the 
taken place last night. At present my | last phrase. I have no desire to go 
sole knowledge is derived from the| further than the extreme limits of 
Question the hon. Member has put to me. | Parliamentary language will allow. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I raise no ob- 
jection to any language the hon. Gentle- 
man may use. I rate it at its true 
value. I propose to take no action in 
the matter. I do not see that any action 
is required. 


Army 


NEW BILL. 


(PROVISION OF 

BILL. 

“To amend The Education Act, 1902,” 
presented by Mr. Arthur Henderson; 
supported by Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Crooks, 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. J. Wilson, 
Mr. John Johnson, Mr. Broadhurst, Sir 
John Gorst, Mr. Thomas Richards, Dr. 
Macnamara, and Mr. Keir Hardie; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
11th April, and to be printed. [Bill 152.] 


EDUCATION MEALS) 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair,] 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1965-6. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a number of Land Forces not 
exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be main- 
tained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
at Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
year ending onthe 5lst day of March, 
1906.’ 


*Str_ JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said he listened on the preceding 
night with very deep attention to the 
speech of the Secretary of State for War, 
a speech which enabled them to under 
stand the working of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s mind and of that of the 
Government, and to appreciate the atti- 
tude of himself and his colleagues upon 
the question of Army reform. The first 
part of that speech was a clear and 
emphatic repudiation of the principle 
upon which all former schemes, for 
the last forty years, of Army reform 
had proceeded. The second part dealt 
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with the logical consequence of the 
adoption of a wholly different basis on 
which to reconstruct the Army system; 
while the third part of the speech was 
an exposition of the difficulties of the 
situation rather than a declaration of 
decisions already arrived at, and the con- 
cluding portion really was a sort of 
reconnaissance in order to ascertain the 
Parliamentary situation and to see how 
far the Jogical consequences of the 
principle adopted could be pushed in deal- 
ing with military problems in the House 
itself. The right hon. Gentleman was 
justified in endeavouring to discover how 
far the House of Commons was prepared 
to accept the logical consequences of the 
new principle that had been adopted, 
because no scheme of reform could be 
carried out unless it secured the assent of 
the House and of the country, and when 
they remembered how complete was the re- 
versal of the principle hitherto guiding our 
Army policy authoritatively laid down 
by Governments-—when they considered 
that reversal—they were bound to feel that 
it must take some time before the House 
and the country could fully grasp the 
consequences. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was therefore wise to advance 
cautiously, in order to carry the House 
and the country with him. That was the 
state of affairs which the Government 
had now to face, 


There had been many voluminous 
criticisms, in and out of the House, 
on the action ot the Government, and 
on the action ot the right hon, Gen- 
tleman in respect to Army reform, but 
one thing was clear, and that was that 
the criticism had not been directed against 
anything the Government or the War 
Office had actually done. On the con- 
trary, that seemed to have been accepted 
with great unanimity by Parliament, but 
the criticism had been directed against 
what they had not done. No credit had 
been given for what they bad done, but 
the right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment were attacked and scolded for 
leaving undone the things they ought to 
have done. When they listened to those 
criticisms, what did they find? Thev 
found that those who were most violent 


in their attacks had no alternative 
policy to offer. It appeared to him 
that this group of critics of the 
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Government policy was very much 
i the position of the costermonger who 
asserted, “If you won’t let me drive 
the apple-cart Pll upset it.” They were 
ready to upset the Government, but they 
could show no alternative policy. Their 
trumpets blared forth criticism of the 
Government, but thev could not agree 
among themselves on a practical policy. 
That was the situation which the Govern- 
ment had to face in the present House of 
Commons. What had they done so far / 
They had reconstituted the War Office. 
an undertaking which had appalled most 
Governments and which every Govern- 
ment had in turn shirked. If they 
looked upon the history of Army 
reform, they would find one continued 
long wail as to the incompetence of the 
War Office, and yet no Government 
had had the courage to tackle that 
question. This Government, however, 
in a very short time had reconstructed 
that office and had ac:omplished a task 
which previous Governments feared to 
touch. They had also done a great deal 
towards the devolution of military ad- 
ministration, They had found them- 
s'lves face to face with a situation 
of extreme danger in respect of drafts 
ior India, and they had made a de- 
narture in policy which was full of 
iuture possibilities. They had, for in- 
tance, come to an agreement with the 
Canadian Government to relieve the 
mother country of the cost of the garri- 
sons of Halifax and Esquimault, and he 
regretted very much that they were called 
ipon to discuss these Estimates in the 
absence of the correspondence with the 
Canadian Government on this question, 
the production of which had _ been 
promised, They wanted to know the full 
eifect of that correspondence. The fact 
remained, however, that these things had 
been done, and the Government kad made 
essential progress in carrying out prin- 
ciples which had been so long desired by 
‘ll students of the question of Imperial 
defence, 


The causes of the failure of the 
numerous Army reform schemes which 
had been brought forward were two-fold 
—first, proceeding on a false principle, 
which ignored the influence of sea-power 
Upon military policy; and secondly, 
the persistent refusal to face the facts of 
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our geographic position and economic 
circumstances. Further than that, former 
Ministers had hurried their schemes 
through in order to avoid the country 
finding out this mistake. Much waste 
and confusion had arisen in con- 
sequence. But there was another and 
more modern feature connected with 
the discussions in this House to 
which he wished to call attention, 
and that was that they had a group 
of hon. Members who had had a few 
months experience of operations in the 
field, and therefore thought themselves 
competent to deal with the full problem of 
Imperial defence. He did not want to 
say anything unpleasant, but it seemed 
to him, so far as the House was concerned, 
that the South African War had pro- 
duced a noxious growth of mushroom 
Napoleons, and that had these exponents 
of the right way to deal with the Army 
lived in Germany twenty vears ago they 
would no doubt have condemned Moltke as 
a slow coach and bustled himalong. But 
‘he development of a sound policy suited 
to the military requirements of the Empire 
was a matter which ought to be cautiously 
dealt with, they should only proceed with 
it step by,step. He realised that they had 
to deal with forces created in a totally 
different condition of affairs, and that 
that produced a complicated problem 
which it must take time to solve. There- 
fore, he would not join with those—and 
he envied them their youth, eagerness, 
and impetuosity—who were urging the 
Government to take a precipitate course in 
Army reform. It was a testimony to 
the reality of the efforts of the War 
Office that they were not going too fast, 
and he would raise no note of disvontent 
because the Government, having defined 
the principle which was guiding them, 
were not sending up balloons and fire- 
works to catch a passing popularity, 
but appreciated the full responsibility 
of the task devolving upon them 
of trying to adapt existing forces to the 
true principles which they had accepted. 





In regard to their general scheme, he 
must say that he heartily concurred in 
the decision that whatever else 
happened, the cavalry and field artillery, 
who took a long time to create and train, 
should be kept at a higher standard of re- 
lative strength than other branches of the 
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Army which did not take so long to train. | be done more efficiently and with greater 


He thought it was greatly to the credit | 
of the Government that these most res 
pensive forces were to have this attention, | 
and that they were not giving way to a 
false cry of economy, but were determined 
to keep those forces ready for any | 
emergency. He was glad also to see in| 
their policy a clear intention to look 
closely at the expenditure on the Royal 
Engineers. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that his work in that direction | 
was not completed, and he was not 
satisfied that the expenditure on that | 
force might not be modified or reduced. 
For that he thought the Government | 
deserved credit. Then there was another 
branch of the Army to which he would | 
like to refer, and that was the Garrison | 
Artillery. He would like to point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman and the House 
that the arm of the service which had 
developed most rapidly of late vears | 
had been the Garrison Artillery, and the 
ta‘e of the increase in that force which | 
was now a tremendous charge on the 
Estimates was due to the collateral 


position ercated by disbelief in our sea | 


power. He trusted that his right hon. 
friend in developing his scheme would re- 
member that, and bear in mind that this 
large forceof Garrison Artillery was creatud 
as a necessary corollary to a false principle 
that an enemy’s fleets and armies would be 
able to move across the sea and attzck 
any place they liked. It was, therefore, an 
exaggerated War Officenotion of naval pro- 
babilities which caused fortresses to be 
created all over the world, and thereby 
necessitated the increase of the Garrison 
Artillery force. He presumed the right hon. 
Gentleman had his close attention fixed 
upon that point, which required special 
scrutiny in view of the change of prin- 
ciple in our policy. 


He did not propose to touch upon 
naval questions, but allusion had 
been made by the right hon. Gentleman 
to the fact that arrangements had been 
devised for handing over the aquatic 
defence, to which a large portion of our 
Army was devoted, to the Navy, and he 
thougit that when the question came to 
be thoroughly threshed out it would be 
found that this work might well be under- 
taken by men in the Navy and Marines 





over a certain age, and that it could thus 
Sir John Colomb. 





economy to the country. Then he came 
to the question of the infantry, to the 
question of long service and short service, 
He would not dwell upon that. He 
agreed entirely in the principle of the 
policy. Seeing that they had to keep 
such a very large force abroad during 
peace he confessed he did not see how 
they could, out of a necessarily long-service 


| system in peace, create such a reserve as it 


was necessary for them to have in case of 
an outbreak of war. It was, therefore, 
necessary that there should be two classes 


| of service in the Army, long and short. 


He must express his personal regret 
that the scheme of short-servic> battalions 
had not been based more largely on 
the Militia. It was a matter of opinion. no 


, doubt, but he thought himself that had 
| the Secretary of State, instead of creating 


entirely a new system of Regular short- 
seivice battalions, built one up upon 


'the Militia system, he would have found 


less opposition in the country and in 
Parliament. He himself felt somewhit 
uncertain as to whether the Militia had 
altogether been susficiently recognised as 
the basis on which to build up the short- 
service system which really was th: 
nursery of Reservists. He did not pay 
much attention to arguments founded 
upon the present relative value of 
Militia battalions to one another, because 
since the  distric:s were originally 
arranged there had been a considerable 
redistribution of population which had 
altered the possible conditions of strengti 
and efficiency. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had proceeded to re-allocate the 
Militia according to the distribution of 
the population he would have had a 
broad Militia basis on which to develop 
his short-service battalions. He was 
glad to think the right hon. Gentleman 
was not regarding that as hostile criticism 
but rather as a reasonable observation. 
[Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER assented.] (f 
course the first step to be contemplated 
in such a programme as building up the 
Militia was the extent and area of Militia 
service and the rendering the force liable 
for service oversea. If the Government 
would make up their mind to pursue 
that policy he beheved it would be a step 
in the right direction. But, of course, 
the bed-rock of all their difficulties was 
the difficulty of getting men. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror | for forty years had persistently preached 


WAR (Mr. 
W.): No. 


ARNOLD - Forster, Belfast, | 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: Of getting any 


sufficient number for the requirements | 


of a great 
of recruiting 
butable to 


war. The present 
was to some extent attri- 
the condition of trade at | 
the present moment. Looking at it | 
broadly, it must be admitted that the 
class trom which soldiers had hitherto 
been drawn was a diminishing class. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No. 

*Str JOHN COLOMB said that was his 
individual opinion, and the question was 
whether they could offer sufficient in- 
ducements to men of a different and 


higher class to enter the Army. He 
looked upon conscription as an idle 
dream: he did not believe this coun- 


try would submit to it to provide for | 


cversea service. What, then, were they 
to do? He thought that the country 
would not be sincere in its treatment 
cf this question till it reaily appreci- 


ated the proportion and magnitude 
of modern war and the insufficiency 
of our forces to meet the conditions | 


which might at any day arrive. When 
the country was sincere it would find its 
way of escape by a very simple arrange- 
iient. That was to secure that the only 
gate into any civil employment in the 
State should be through the ranks of the 
Army. He believed that would in the 
tuture—and a not very distant future— 
prove to be the only means of providing 
i British Army for oversea service which 
was the only Army we should require in 
time of war. 

Now he came to the realcrux of the 
vhole matter — the question of the 
Volunteers — and that completed his 
r view of the re‘orm scheme. In regard 
to the Volunteers, he yielded to no 
man in his appreciation of their efforts 
aid of the sp.rit which created them. 
When the foree was first constituted 
he was one of those who were selected 
to help in those great gatherings which 
took place, and he learned to appreci- 
ate the spirit which animated them. 
Although there was then a professional 
hostile fee'ing against the force, he cer- 
tainly did not share it. But he held, and 


inflow | 


| for service abroad. 


(that to maintain a gigantic army of 
| Volunteers to repel a great invasion of 
these shores was inconpa ible with 

doctrine of sea supremacy. At 


the 
list his view had been accepted by 


| the Government. The difficulty of the 
|Government, now that this force 
‘had been created under a false 


conception of military necessity, was 
to decide what to do with it. 
What could they do with a force of 
240,000 armed units when they had come 
to the deliberate conclus on that its 
maintenance was imcompatible with their 
true policy. They could not immediately 
wipe it out of existence, and the process 
of reduction must be slow. The alterna- 
tive to a large reduction was to apply 
the Volunteers to the purposes of service 
over-sea; but in that case they must 
eatch their Volunteers who were willing 
to go first. and secure men who were pre- 
pared in an emergency to submit toa ¢. ll 
He did not think for 


|}one moment that the Volunteers would 





accept that alternative. If hon. Mem- 
bers thought otherwise let them organise 
a deputation to the Secretary for War 
with a view of entreating him to circular- 
ise colonels of Volunteers, directing then 
to invite their men who would sign an 
azreement to serve Over-sea in a greit 
emergeacy to send in their names. Such 
a proceeding would, he believed, prove 
up tothe hilt that the circumstances and 
nature of the civilemployment of Volun- 
teers rendered it impossible for them to 
enter into any such obligation. He did 
not believe LO per cent. of the men 
would siga. [“Oh,oh!”] Well, let hon. 
Members try, and if only 10 per cent. did 
sign, it meant that they would have to 
incur the expense of maintaining one 
hundred Volunteers in order to secure the 
services of ten men when occasion arose. 
Would the Volunteer force then be « 
cheap force? If the House sincerely 
accepted the doctrine that a great in- 
vasion of this country was impossible, 
the only possible course to pursue with 
regard to the Volunteers was to reduce 
them to a certain standard. It was a 
question of fixing the number that was 
really the crux of the matter. He 
thought the Government were shirking 
the question or fixing numbers too much. 
He had not heard from the Government 
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any indication of the number of men in 
the Militia and Volunteers needed for the 
requirements of the Empire. It was no 
use fencing with the question. They must 
determine the standard for the Army on 
the principle of their military necessities 
under the conditions of a supreme Fleet, 
and then they must apply that principle to 
the Volunteers. Admitting the possibility 
of a temporary raid on the coast—though 
he did not admit the probability—he 
thought the standaid should Le fixed at 
a number which could successfully dew] 
with such a contingency, that the dis- 
position of the Volunteers for the defence 
of the coast should be arranged with a 
view to dealing with small and insignifi- 
cant raids, and that the Militia and 
tegular Army should be relieved from all 
duties in connection with attempted 
landing. 


In conclusion, he desired to refer once 
more to the fact that there had been a 
total reversal of the principle upon which, 
for some fifty years, our Army policy 
had been founded. It was not a new 
departure, but a return to the old policy 
by which he Empire was made—the 
doctrine of a free sea, with a free Arniy, 
with its corollary that the low-water 
mark of the enemy's coast and not our 
own cOast was our frontier. The tangle 
of our present military confusion azose 
from the fact that filty vears ago the 
War Office started the theory that 
steam fleets were not to be relied 
upon, and vear by year the idea was 
developed, until two or three years ago 
the climax was reached when the Secre- 
tary of State for War calmly declared that 
Members must not confuse their minds 
on the Army problem by thinking about 
the Navy. That, he thought, awakened 
the House and the country to the 
absolute irreconcilability of an armed 
invasion while we had predominance at 
sea. Without that predominance we 
cannot live. Our present military 
arrangements were the product of that 
great mistake, and it was for whatever 
Government that happened to be in 
power so to deal with the forces created 
under that idea as to make them fit for 
the real and not the sham purposes of 
war. ‘The difficulties were not so much 
military as political. When the Govern- 
ment were dealing with any great problem 


Sir John Colomb. 
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involving expenditure they had to con- 
sider the relations of Parties in th’s 
House and popular feeling in the country, 
and that was what made the difficulty 
in the question of the Volunteers, 
Personally, he thought the difficulty in 
course of time wowd solve itself. The 
Volunteers themselves were mo-t intelli- 
gent thinking men; hitherto they had 
been encouraged by War Ministers to 
believe that the country was really in 
danger of a great invasion, and that they 
must undergo sacrifices to be ready to 
resist such invasion; but when they 
realised that this was only a fad of a 
defunct War Office and not e fact, they 
would not consider it necessary or desir- 
able to incur so much self-sacrifice to 
provide for an emergency which could 
never arise. On the other hand, if 
the authorities asked for a reai sound 
force of Volunteers charged with and 
responsible for the defence of different 
parts of the coast against small a d 
reckless raids, they would get the very 
cream of men who, while they could 
not give over-sea service, were ready to 
submit to some hardship to perform 
definite military duties at home. Mili- 
tary arrangements had their ramifications 
in every grade of society. It was im- 
possible to touch any branch of the sery ce 
without creating political friction, and 
when listening to the speeches of distin- 
guished Volunteers in the House he cou d 
not help asking himself whether the peop'e 
of Sheffield, the Isle of Wight, Plymouth, 
and other places represented by this? 
Volunteer officers really believed that 
the Volunteers were to rule Parliament, 
and that Parliament was not to rule the 
Volunteers. It could not be denied th t 
the Volunteer vote was an important 
vote, having political influence on the 
mind of any Government; but he lhe- 
lieved that the spread of the truth and 
a wider comprehension of the obligations 
and duties of the Empire under conii- 
tions of sea supremacy would eventually 
overcome the difficulties with whi:h the 
Secretary for War was now confronted. He 
hoped that both Parties would keep ther 
eves fixed on the military necessities of 
the Empire, and manfully crush the 
opposition which arose from considere- 
tions of popularity, which would have to 
be overcome if the Empire was to be 
preserved. 
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Major SEELY (Isle of Wight), in 
moving a reduction of 10,000 men, ex- 
pressed his appreciation of the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Member for Yar- 
mouth, but said his pleasure at finding 
how near to common agreement were 
those who wished to arrive at a proper 
conception of the country’s real needs 
was slightly tinged with regret that he 
should have implied that Members who 
hippened to be Volunteer officers were 
i:fluenced by their constituents in think- 
ing it unwise to reduce the Volunteers. 
He could assure the hon. and gallant 
fember that he had no 

fluence votes by his 
the Volunteers. Those with whom 
he acted on Army questions took 

view on this question totally different 
irom that of the hon, and gallant Member, 
but he hoped completely to convert not 
only the hon. and gallant Member but 
ilso the Secretary of State for War. The 
suggestion that the Volunteers would not 
go abroad if an emergency arose was a 
serious allegation, but when the question 
was last under discussion the Secretary 

iState for War made a still more serious 
llegation by saving that the idea that 
the Volunteers formed any real reserve 
in case of war was a complete delusion. 
He hoped to show thit the complete 
delusion was on the side of the Secretary 
of State for War. It so happened that 
he wes one of many Members of the 
House who were concerned in the call to 
arms made during the South <Airicvan 
War, when it was really ascertained 
whether or not the Volunteers would 
prove a reserve in case of necessity. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Yarmouth 
suggested that the Prime Minister should 
be asked to institute an inquiry as to how 
many of the Auxiliary Forces would 
volunteer in the future under certzin 
hypothetical cireamstances, 


desire to 
support of 


*Siz JOHN COLOMB said his point 
was as to how many would hold them- 
selves in readiness to go abroad in case 
of emergency. 


MaJor SEELY suggested that a more 
fruitful matter for discussion was what 
actually did happen in a_ period of 
great national stress, when this very 
question was asked of the Volunteers 
and Yeomanry. At that time the War 
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Office decided to call only for a certain 
number of Volunteers, and when, say, 
100 were asked for, it could not be ascer- 
tained how many were really prepared te 
go. But ina few cases—and it was on 
this point he proposed to convert the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman and to ask 
the Secretary of State for a public 
apology for his statement on the su}ject— 
Volunteers without any limit of number 
were asked for, and he had _ particulars 
of the response made. From the Queen’s 
Westininster 690 volunteered; from the 
London Scottish, 500; and from the 4th 
Battalion Queen’s, 655 men and 20 
officers. The hon. and gallant Member 


susgested 10 per cent., but did he 
suppose that these figures did not 


represent a considerably greater pro- 
portion than that ? 


JOHN COLOMB said he was 
speaking not of the Metropolitan corps 
only, but of the whole Volunteer force. 


*SIR 


Mayor SEELY said that on the 10 
per cent. bass the Ist Volunteer Bat- 
talion Middlesex should have provided 
69°7 men, but, as a matter of tact, 510 
were anxious to go to the front. From 
the Ist Volunteer B :ttalion Argyll Royal 
Garrison Artillery, with an establishment 
probably of about 500, 300 volunteered, 
and trom the Ist Volunteer Battalion 
Manchesters, although it was said only 
a small number of Volunteers were re- 
quired, 370 men and three officers came 
forward, From these figures, which he 
had been able to since the 
Sceretary of State’s amazing statement 
that it was a delus‘on to suppose that 
the Volunteers were of any use to serve 
oversea—— 


obtain 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Those 


are not my words. 


Masor SEELY said he had the words 
with him, and what the right hon. 
Gentleman stated was that it was a 
complete delusion to suppose that the 
Volunteers could be regarded as of real 
value as a reserve in time of war for 
service Oversea. 


An HON. MEMBER asked how many 
of those who volunteered were physically 
qualified for service abroad, 
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5 
Majsor SEELY said he had not the 
figures with him. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Five per cent of the Queen’s 
Westminsters were unfit. 


Mayor SEELY said that if. the hon. 
and gallant Member who asked the 
question meant to imply that the general 
standard of fitness in the Volunteers 
was such that it was not worth while 
maintaining them, he would suggest 
that the number of recruits for the 
Regular Army rejected for unfitness was 
a more fruitful subject for discussion. 
The figures he had given showed that 
the Volunteers were ready to } furnish 
from 60 or 70 per cent. of their total 
strength to serve oversea in a time 
of national emergency. That was the 
bed-rock on which the supporters of the 
Volunteers stood. He was prepared to 
go further, and confidently to assert that 
had the War Office frankly said to the 
Volunteer force that they were at the 
end of their resources for men, and that 
they wanted every Volunteer they could 
get to go to South Airica, 99 per cent. of 
the whole force would have come for- 
ward. He hoped those figures would 
convince the hon. and gallant Member 
that he had underestimated the patriot- 
ism of these men. After all, it was some- 
what the custom to sneer at the Auxil ary 
Forces and the War Office. He would 
ask the Committee to remember that 
whatever these men were worth it was all 
they had. When this country was en- 
gaged fighting against 40,000 farmers we 
soon canie to the end of the men who had 
had any training at all. There were at 
least two hon. Members of this House 
who had had to command, in a war against 
40,000 farmers, brave and gallant Eng- 
lishmen who had had no military train- 
ing whatever, and who did not know one 
end of the rifle from the other. If, in- 
stead of proposing to reduce the Volun- 
teers, the right hon. Gentleman had aimed 
at getting as many men as possible to do 
something in the way of military training 
this country would inthe future be saved 
from such a bitter humiliation as occurred 
in the South African War, which culmin- 
ated in the capture of a great and gallant 
British general owing to the fact that a 
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number of the men under him had not 
learned the elements of military warfare. 
Now they had the Secretary of State for 
War coming down to this House and 
declaring that these men were redundant 
and proposing to reduce them. This 
question was going to be fought out, and 
whatever else they did one thing was 
certain, that the more men they pos- 
sessed who had the patriotism and thie 
skill to give some kind of militarv train- 
ing to their country the better it would 
be. Some of them who occasionally cast 
their eve to what was going on in the 
rest of the world, and who perceived 
that in one battle the combatants 
had lost a total equal to the whole 
Pritish Army with its Reserves, were 
occasionally led to think that the more 
they appealed to the patriotism of the 
people to fit themselves for war the 
better it would be. This question wou.d 
be raised again and again until this 
foolish policy of sapping the patriotism 
ot the people had been finally condemned. 


He moved a reduction of this Vote 


because they had decided that the great 


questions of Aimy policy should be 
raised on Vote 1, and that they should 
endeavour to understand on Vote A 
exactly what they were to fight «about. 
Therefore, he proposed to reduce the 
Army by 10,000, and strange to sa) 
the Secretary of State for War propos-d 
the same thing. Apparently this was ihe 
beginning of unanimity. Therefore he 
would direct his remarks to finding out 
what the Government intended to do, so 
that they would know what to condemn 
and what to approve of. The first 
question, if they proposed to reduce the 
Army, was, why was it necessary to 
reduce it, and what did the Government 
propose to do in order to make up for 
the loss of military power which that 
reduction would produce? All sides were 
agreed that they must reduce the 
Army, but the cost per man _ would 
continue to increase. The more people 
thought scientifically the more they 
would see that the more expensive part 
of the Army must be increased, and the 
less expensive parts must be reduced. 
They must have more officers, more 
cavalry, and more artillery. Con- 
sequently, if they were to fulfil the man- 
date of this House to reduce the total 
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cost, they must greatly reduce the num- 
bers, anticipating increases in the more 
expensive forces of the Army. The Army 
was not the actual power of the nation, 
because they all realised that it was 
no use sending the British Army in the 
field against a nation that could mobilise 
3,000,000 men. The second reason why 
they must reduce the Army was because 
of the effect of increasing the term of 
service for the recruits. The Leader of 
the Opposition last year warned the 
Secretary of State for War that in adopt- 
ing the nine-years svstem he was going 
perilously near that moment when they 
must provide a life career for the soldiers, 
That was exactly what the Secretary of 
Sate was doing, because by taking aman 
for mire vears they robbed him of all 
chances of taking civil employment at the 
end of his service, That day he had re- 
ceived two letters from soldiers who had 
not learned any trade, asking him to fiad 
them enployment. What happened in 
such cases? The hon. Member for 
(hippenham knew from his connection 
with civic authorities and with the Army 
what happened, and he had a special 
right to speak upon this matter. If it 
were true that by enlisting men for nine 
years they condemned them to unem- 
ployment in the future, they had a right 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what he proposed to do, 


The right hon, Gentleman said 
nothing that he had done was going 
to prevent his successors from either 
reversing the policy he proposed or 
continuing it. He did not tell them 
what he proposed to do in the future, 
and he did not say at what moment he 
proposed that the two - years system of 
enlistment for home service should begin. 
Was it iair, after having for one year 
taken advantage of the general wish 
oi the House to give him a chance to 
uidertake a difficult problem, and after 
saving that he would not produce Esti- 
mates on the old basis, to come down 
aid say that while he still intended 
to prosecute his scheme, for some reason 
they did not know of the scheme could 
not be proceeded with? When were they 
going to begin establishing the home- 
service Army? Would the Secretary of 
tate for War pledge himself not to pro- 
ceed with it until the House had had an 
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opportunity of considering it? He 
wished to know whose scheme it was 
which the right hon. Gentleman now pro- 
pounded. Was it hisown scheme? If 
it was, all he had to say was that it was 
very different to last year’s scheme. If 
it was not his scheme, who had approved 
of it? Was it the scheme of the Army 
Council or the Committee of Defence ? 
Were his proposals approved of by his 
responsible advisers, and did the Auxil- 
ary Forces Department at the War Office 
desire to reduce the Volunteers? Did 
they wish to abolish the Militia? To all 
these things they wanted a reply, so that 
when they came to discuss Vote 1 they 
would not be talking in the dark. They 
had been talking in the dark for a year 
and a quarter, and he was sure the right 
hon. Gentleman would be ready to admit 
that the House had continued to give 
him their indulgence in a policy of con- 
cealment due to the fact that his 
advisers and himself could not agree. 
Of course there must come an end to 
this state of things, and he suggested 
that it should come before they 
discussed Vote 1. Did the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to proceed with the 
abolition of the Militia? In the second 
plaice, did he propose to proceed with the 
enlistment of a home-service Army, a 
change to which many of them ob- 
jected very strongly. Thirdly, did 
he propose to reduce the Volunteers 
irrespective of whether they were eili- 
cient or not, or was he of the 
opinion that any m*n who wished to 
serve his country should have an oppor- 
tunity found for him of so doing? Did 
the right hon. Gentleman adopt the 
extraordinary theory that after all the 
duty of the people of this country was 
to look on and pay up, :nd that nothing 
more was required than a few men placed 
at strategic points, numbering about 
40.000 or 50,000, to defend certain iso- 
lated places. Those were three very 
definite ques ions. He did not think 
they were asking for anything very 
outrageous in requesting that replies 
should be given to those po:nts, because 
the proposals of the right hon. Gentleman 
were more far-reaching than any which 
had been made since the time of Mr. 
Cardwell. When Mr. Cardwell proposed 
his changes in the Army it was admitted 
that they could not be carried through 
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without full discussion, and ten days were 
devoted to Army matters in that year 
before the 51st of March. The fullest 
disclosures were made of the intentions 
of Mr. Cardwell and the Government, 
and no parallel could be found for the 
policy of concealment pursued by the 
War Office until the very eve of a decision 
being taken by the Committee. He asked 
for this information in order to en- 
able them to form a right conclusion. 
Although they wanted the British Army 
to maintain great traditions they realised 
at the same time that the expenditure 
must be limited. They realised also that 
the Army must be composed of the best 
men they could obtain. At the same 
time they would not, if they could help 
it, entertain any proposal to dispense 
with the services of any Englishman 
who would submit to any kind of 
military instruction whatever. They 
knew that after all the future was dim 
and dark. They could not lay down 
precisely with any certainty what would 
happen when the dark day ot war came 
upon them, but they knew that after all 
the safety of this country depended not 
only upon ships but in the first, in the 
second, and in the last degree upon the 
patriotism of the people and upon their 
spirit of self-sacrifice. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a number of Land Forces, not 
exceeding 211,500, all ranks, be main- 
tained for the said Service.”—( Major 
Seely.) 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) said that in listening to 
the speeches which had been made in 
this debate, it seemed to him that the 
keynote of the speakers was “ retrench- 
ment,” but he had not heard from any 
hon. Member a practical exposition of the 
manner in which the admirable reforms 
suggested could be effected. If the 
Secretary of State for War, with his 
characteristic affability, were to be guided 
by the criticisms of every hon. Member 
of this House, he would find his task to 
be no light one. He would have to 
reduce the Army in order to please some, 
and he would have to increase the Army 
in“ order to satisfy others, and, besides, 
he would have to add very largely to the 


Major Seely. 
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number of the Volunteer force while at 
the same time reducing the expenditure 
upon it. The right hon. Gentleman 
would have to abolish the Army Council 
and entrust its functions to the hon. Mem- 
ber for Central Bradford by the express 
desire of the hon. Member for Oldham. 


It was easy to use retrenchment as 
battering-ram against any Government, 
but how were they going to retrench to- 
day? A few years ago the ‘blue 
water” theory still held good, but as 
things were to-day it was impossible t> 
reduce our Army bya single man without 
its being a danger and menace to the 
Empire. In the last year or two condi- 
tions had radically changed. We had 
lost our insular position, and our extended 
Indian frontier had become as vulnerable 
as the trontier of anv European Power. 
Recent events proved bevond doubt that 
if our Indian frontier were menaced, our 
Indian Army of 230,000 would be found 
totally inadequate for the calls that 
would be made on it. Although one 
naturally hesitated to refer to hostile 
possibilities in connection with a friendly 
Power, vet facts could not be blinked. 
Russia had just completed the Trans- 
Caspian Railway at enormous expense. 
It abutted on the 'Afghan frontier, a 
country we were pledged to defend. She 
had done more. During the last twelve 
months, although plunged in external 
and internal troubles, she had completed 
a second great trunk line from Orenburg 
to Tashkend, Troops and stores had been 
poured into the Trans-Caspian Provinces, 
which we could hardly believe were 
solely for the comfort and protection of 
“‘trippers”” to the Far East, These rail 
ways were, beyond doubt, purely strate- 
gical, Wise nations, like wise individuals, 
did not throw away money to no purpose ; 
and if Russia was preparing for a probable 
rupture with a friendly country, then so 
must we. Until recently it would have 
been impossible for Russia to have sent 
against us and supported a fully equipped 
army of more than 150,000, men, but 
now with two lines of railway completed 
she would, in the event of hostilities, be 
able to plant on our frontier an army of 
considerably over 500,000. This had 
been proved beyond doubt by the 
enormous number of troops she had 
poured into Manchuria, over one line of 
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railway 5,000 miles long. Under Lord 
Kitchener’s scheme our frontier Army 
would consist of 160,000 men, of whom 
one third would be British. It was 
quite clear, therefore, that in order to 
successfully resist an attack of three 
times the number, we must be ready, 
immediately on the outbreak of war, to 
send at least 150,000 more troops from 
this country. The Japanese War had 
a'so0 shown us that we should require a 
further 200,600 men every year for 
depletion from calamities and disease. 
And it was at this moment that without 
offering any alternative proposal the 
a iateur military critics would cut down 
our Army to promote its efficieacy, 


iiow, then, we were to obtain an 
Army efficient for the defence of our 
Indian frontier, which, inadequately 
guarded, was a direct incentive to any 
nation envious of our rich Indian 
possessions? Apart from conscription, 

system which would never be toler- 
aed in this country. because it was 
wholly alien to the British character, 
there was only one solution which he 
ventured with great deference to submit 
tothe House. Inanother year our treaty 
with Japan would lapse. He urged not 
only that we should renew it, but that 


we should make it of such a_char- 
acter that in the event of either 
country’s Asiatic possessions being 


attacked they should mutually help each 
o'her—Great Britain with her Fleet— 
Japan with her army. It was difficult 
to gauge the far-reaching advantages of 
such an alliance, not only to Japan and 
Great Britain, but to the whole peace- 
loving world. Great Britain would be 
relieved of the upkeep of an Army, which 
if brought to the huge standard of effi- 
ciency demanded by the new conditions 
would become an intolerable burden to 
the British taxpayer. The idea of all 
Army reformers might then be realised 
~—a small but efficieat fighting force com- 
bined with acheap and serviceable Home 
Army. And if this alliance had wide- 
reaching advantages for Hngland, there 
was no limit to its possibilities for Japan. 
Like ourselves she was an island Power; 
lke ourselves at the end of this war she 
would possess a continental frontier, and, 
therefore, her series of victories, splendid 
and unbroken as they were weuld avail 
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her nothing in the future if she should 
lose command of the sea, Even if peace 
were happily concluded, Japan could not 
ignore the fact that Russia’s enormous 
resources enabled her to build three ships 
where she could build one. and to build 
or buy three times as quickly. We had 
it on the authority of a Russian officer 
of the highest distinction, Admiral 
Dubassoff, who had publicly stated that 
if Russia patched up peace it would only 
be in order to build a new fleet and re- 
new the struggle with increased vigour. 
Not only could our Fleet guarantee her 
immunity from this menace, but behind 
its shadow she would reap the full fruics 
of her sacrifices and enjoy that recupera- 
tion which alone could save her trom 
financial exhaustion. To Russia such an 
alliance would be a boon in disguise as 
it would secure the future -peaceful 
development of a peace-loving people. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN; This seeins hardly 
relevant to the Army Estimates. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTYHER sad ho 
would conclude what he had to say by 
respectfully drawing the attention of the 
Government to the renewal on a stronger 
basis of our allance with Japan, becaus> 
he saw in it the only possible means by 
which we could secure retrenchment and 
efficiency with safety to the Empire. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said it was 
a remarkable thing to find in an Army 
debate an alliance recommended on ith? 
grounds stated by the hon. Member jor 
the Eskdale Division. He supposed tha 
hon. Member was so delighted with the 
success of Ch nese labour in South Africa 
that the proposal was to relegate tha 
work of the Army to another yellow race. 
Ina speech of singular earnestness, tinged 
with such a deep sense of melancholy «s 
to make it somewhat more a lament than 
a statement of policy, the Secretary of 
State for War appealed for the non-Party 
treatment of the Army question, and 
generously offsred to his successor the 
fruits of his own unremit ing toil. He 
welcomed the spirit in which that appeal 
was put forth, but he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would not think hon. 
Members on his s:de of the House 
factious if they found themselves not 
entirely able to go with him on certain 
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Army matters. The Secretary of State 


developed in its extreme form what was | 


known as the doctrine of the blue-water 
school. He declared that this country 


enjoyed practical immunity from inva- | 
sion, thet conclusion having been reached | 


as the result of scientific inquir:es by the 
Council of Defence and the Army Council, 
confirmed by the observations which 
took place at Clacton-on-Sea last autumn. 
If we enjoyed that practical immunity 
how was it that the Secretary of State 
ior War was able to come forward with 
the proposals he had made ? 
tary of State was either not logical or 
had not the courage of his opinions to 
face the logical deductions to which they 
led him. If we enjoyed this immunity, 


so far from retaining any portion of the | 


Volunteer force, they should be com- 
pletely abolished and the Militia alsc— 
ill those who were tied to the soil—and 
the Regular Army, which was the only 
force the right hon. Gentleman could 
conceive to be possible in future, should 
be fostered, if not augmented. What 
had the right hon. Gentleman done ? 
He had not abolished the Velunteers. 
lie had maimed them, and he 
threatened the Militia, and so far from 
having nurcured the Regular Forces of 
the Crown he contemplated reducing 
them by 17,000 in the course of the 
vear. He urged the right hon. Gentle- 
man to continue the course on which he 
had entered. 


In order to state to the House his 
own view as to the necessity of reducing 
the Regular Army it was necessary to 
indulge in a short comparison between 
the state of the Army to-day and in 
1898, which was the last normal year 
before the war. In 1898 an Army of 
180,000 was meintained for £20,000,000, 
whereas the Estimates this year pro- 
vided for 204,00C—after eliminating the 
17,000 who were to disappear—and they 
were to be maintained at a cost of 
£30,000,000. That was to say, while 


there was only an addition of 24,000 men | 


the Estimates had risen by £10,0C0,000. 
I: could not be asserted that the existing 
Army was in meny respects better than 
the Army ot 1898. The Army of 1898 
wis, at any rate, able to accomplish 
certain objects, It provided the drafts 
jor our Indian establishment—which he 
Mr. Gues', 
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| believed to be the first object which it 
ought to perform, and which the Army 
of the present Secretary of State for India 
egregiously failed to do. Then, that 
Army of 1898 provided and maintained 
444,455 men to serve in South Africa. 
That was a considerable achievement. 
Again, in 1898 we hada reserve of 78,000 
men; while the Auxilary Forecs main- 
tained under tht 1898 svstem actually 
/sent out to South Africa no fewer than 
nearly 100,000 men. The question that 
had to be asked was: ‘‘ Was the present 
Army able to do half a; well ag:inas that 
Army achieved?” He thought, on the 
contrary, that it had not attained that 
state of efficiency reached by the Army 
of the right hon, Gentleman’s predeces- 
sors. If so, why was it that it cost 
£10.000,000 more to maintain an Army 
to-day which was only slightly larger 
'than that of ten years ago? If hon. 
Members examined the Estimates they 
would observe that by far the largest 
‘item in the £10,000,000 was £4,000,000 
| for increase of pay. The pay had risen 66 
per cent. and the number of men 50 per 
‘cent. The fact was, the limit o* the enlist- 
ment system had been ignored. The origin 
of this increase in the Army was due to 
the davs—now happily done away with 
—of the megalomania of the Secretary 
of State for India: to the days of the 
doctrine of home defence by the Regular 
Army, now entirely abandoned : and al<o 
to the days of that bugbear, the equipoise 
of the linked battalions. Lord Lansdowne 
was responsible for increzsing the Army 
by 28,000 men; his successor for an in- 
crease of 57,CO00 men—or a total increase 
of 65,000 in ten vears. He entirely 
agreed with the Secretary for War when 
‘the right hon. Gentleman stated the 
previous night that if a large Army 
/was necessary for the defence of the 
| Empire, the problem should have been 
squarely faced and the question of com- 
|pulsory service should have been fairly 
met. 
| 
| 





| If the Committee agreed with him 
that there was a limit to the voluntary 
| system, it was obvious that if more men 
_were wanted another means of obtaining 
ithem must be devised ; and that the 
| present system was not the way by 
| which it would or could be done. 
| Unfortunately the standard of the Army 
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had been tampered with with the most 
disastrous resu'ts. One of the ways by 
which the increase in enlistment was to 
be affected was by the late Secretary for 
War accepting the Motion of the hon. 
Member for the Isle of Wight insisting 
on the production of character by 
reccuits. There was a third device 
by which it was expected a greater 
number of recruits would be secured — 
the institution of a short-service system. 
He maintained that in introducing the 
short-service system the present Secre- 
tary for India had not got the condition 
ol the Reserve in his eye. It was offered 
as an inducement to recruits in the hope 
that a considerable proportion of them 
would prolong their service. Now, what 
he had been trying to reach was this: 
the governing factor of the situation by 
which the size of the Army would be 
ultimately determined was not the 
necessities of the Empire, but the normal 
supply of recruits expected to be obtained 
in any given year. In 1894 41,000 
recruits were raised in this country: but 
these figures were very misleading, 
because in the same year no fewer than 
21,000 were lost to the Army from causes 
other than by passing into the Reserve, 
by purchase, and by completion of service. 
That was a loss of 50 per cent. It was 
interesting to observe from what causes 
that loss took place. There were 1,699 
deaths, 1,330 unserviceables, 4,973 in- 
valided ; discharged for misconduct 3,656, 
and other causes 8,444, or a sum total of 
21,000. There was not only a large 
materiil loss, but a great economic waste. 
Both from the point of view of efficiency 
and a consideration of the facts there had 
to be eliminated, as far as possible, all 
those men, who, from one cause or another, 
could not fill the services on which so 
much money had been spent. There was 
another ominous fact. He had seen it 
stated that in 1902 no less than 21,943 
soldiers were committed to prison for one 
oflence or another. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said _ that 
that included both sailors and soldiers. 


Mr. GUEST said even that was very 
seTious. hen there were the desertions, 
Which averaged 2,000 a year. His con- 
tention was that by lowering the stan- 


dard— 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) said he never lowered the standard 
of the Army in his life. He had always 
set his face against lowering the standard 
of any class of soldiers. 
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Mr. GUEST said he quite agreed that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not intend 
to lower the standard; and he knew that 
the right hon. Gentleman in one particular 
did raise it very materially. But what- 
ever the right hon. Gentlman might 
have done, whether by increasing the 
pay, tampering with the standard, or by 
reducing the term of short service, more 
than a certain number of recruits wou!d 
never be got. The present Sceretary 
for War had much circumscribed the 
possible cises for which an Army might 
be needed. All he contemplited was a 
suflicient force to defend our possessions 
beyond the sezs and the possible pro- 
vision of a small striking force for 
dealing with Mad Mullahs or the like. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
hon. Gentleman had omitted that one 
of the most important purposes of th> 
Army at home was to furnish large 
reinforcements for our Army abroad in 
case of war. 


Mr. GUEST said he would include 
that. As to the terms of service under 


which recruits might be enlisted, the 
Secretary for War had two objects in 
view. First, the provision of an Army 
in India and the colonial garrisons; and, 
second, the creation of a Reserve on 
which he could rely. There were several 
ways in which these two objects might 
be achieved. It was well known that a 
long-service system was much more 
suitable for the one, anl a short-service 
system for the other. The late Secretary 
for War relied on short service, with 
the inducement to the soldier of an 
increase of pay of 6d. a day to extend 
his service. That experiment failed, 
and the right hon. Gentleman might 
have foreseen it, because after a man 


had been only three veais in the 
Army he had not attained an age 
which precluded him from return- 
ing to civil life and learning a 
trade. But if the soldier continued his 


service for another seven years, he would 
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find himself at a time of life when he 
could not devote himself to learning any 
sort of trade with success and there would 
be nothing left to him but his small pen- 
sion. The present Secretary for War 
proposed a simultaneous long and _ short- 
service system, but that was only the 
same system as that of his predecessor, 
only under a different name. There was 
another system in vogue. First, the long- 
service Army was to be filled up, and then 
something was to be done for a short- 
service Army with an inducement to go 
into the Reserve. Now, he could not 
believe that that was a satisfactory con- 
clusion, His own opinion was that they 
should be driven back to the compromise 
of so many years with the colours and so 
many vears with the Reserve. The corollary 
of the reduction of the Regular Army was 
the maintenance of the Auxiliary Forces. 
In this country war was only possible if 
it had the support of public feeling, and 
that feeling would enable the War Office 
to rely with certainty on the patriotic 
readiness of the Volunteers and Militia to 
serve in any part of the world. The 
official contempt for Auxilaries was much 
to be deprecated. In European warfare 
it was as necessary to protect the line of 
communication as it was to have a fight- 
ing line, and that was a thing for which 
the Volunteers were well fitted. Again 
there was the defence of India. If Volun- 
teers could be sent to India to occupy 
the garrisons whilst the Indian Army 
went to protect the frontier India itself 
would still be in a very good position so 
far as defence was concerned. The 
creation of the Imperial! Yeomanry was 
the one great achievement of the present 
Secretary of State for India, and some- 
thing of the same sort cught to be done 
for the Militia and Volunteers. 


*Str J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) reminded hon. Gentlemen opposite 
when they criticised the Secretary for 
India’s schemes of reform that the right 
hon. Gentleman had introduced the most 
important reform of raising the pay 
of the soldier after two years service. 
That was a most gratifying change be- 
cause it permitted us to obtain the 
number of recruits we required. The 
right hon. Gentleman, moreover, had 
been enabled to enforce the condition 
that only men of good character should 


Mr. Guest. 
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be enlisted, and it was pleasing to hear 
that recruits were being obtained of a 
higher class and satisfactory character. 
He attributed to the action of the Secre- 
tary for India the restoring of a depleted 
Reserve alter the war. The Guards, for 
example, had long been enlisted for three 
years with power to prolong their service, 
and about half of the men enlisted had 
agreed to continue in the Army. At the 
same time a large Reserve had been 
built up, enabling the regiments to send 
10,000 men to South Africa and keep the 
battalions at home at their full strength. 
He agreed in the main with what had 
been said by the last speaker as to the 
project of the Secretary for War n 
respect of the Auxiliary Forces. He 
hoped that they were not committed to 
the project of the practical abolition of 
the Militia. The Militia ha! received 
very hard treatment in being reduced to 
its present condition, and every one knew 
that the force had been made the milch 
cow for the Regular Army. It should 
not be fo gotten that the Militia in 
former times had supplied the Army with 
menintimeofneed. This was the case in 
the Napoleonic Wars and in South Africa, 
for it was known that many men fought 
at Waterloo in their Militia uniforms. 
He contended, therefore, that it was not 
necessary on grounds either of economy 
or of efficiency to abolish the Militia as 
the Secretary of State had practically 
proposed to do, 


*Siz J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wiits- 
shire, Chippenham) supported the Amend- 
ment for the reduction, because he was 
convinced that if they were to reduce the 
expenditure on the Army it could only 
be done by a substantial reduction in 
the number of men. The attack which 
had been made on the Auxiliary Forces, 
if carried to its logical conclusion, must 
become detrimental to the whole military 
system. He opposed any reduction of 
the Volunteer force on Imperial grounds. 
The suggestion that a  home-service 
Army should be established had not 
taken practical shape as yet, and it 
therefore became necessary to maintain 
the only substitute which could provide 
an adequate Reserve through the main- 
tenance of th: Auxiliary Forces. He 
supported the reduction of men on the 
tegular establishment, believing it would 
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in no way jeopardise the drafts for India, 
The extension of the period of service 
would give the War Office the same 
facilities in that respect as they hed 
under the old seven-years system. Incon- 
nection with three years service consider- 
able difficulty arose in the mutter of drafts 
for India, and the system was shown to be 
most futile and expensive, as men’s term 
of service expired in many instances 


so soon after their arrival in India. 
The costliness of the system would 
be realised when it was remembered 


that the cost to India and back was 
about £18, with £4 or £5 for additional 
equipment, and that within the last six 
months no less than 5,000 men had been 
sent out under these conditions. During 
the war the short service was necessary 
in order to get the men, but the time 
had now come when the longer service 
must be reverted to. But the fact had 
to be faced that with 2 nine vears service 
men were placed in a very precarious 
po-ition at the expiration of their term. 


The real Army problem was the ques- 
tion of the after-employment of men who 
joined the colours. In his Memorandum 
]. st vear the right hon. Gentleman made 
sympathetic reference to the question, 
bu> there was nothing further in that 
direction this year. Was it not time 
tie House took into its serious considera- 
tion the question of the after-employ- 
ment of soldiers? Men joining the 
service at the age of eighteen and serving 
nine vears, would be discharged in the 
prime of manhood, but at a period of 
life later than that at which they could 
easily adapt themselves to civil oecu- 
pations, with the result that they would 
be thrown upon the casual market. He 
believed the question of unemployment, 
which he hoped the House would face in 
the near future, was closely connected 
with our military system. If the Local 
Government Board would procure from 
the local authorities a return showing the 
number of men out of employment, 
marking these who at some period 
had been with the colours, it would 
probably be found that a very large 
proportion had served in the Army, and 
then through no fault of their own had 
found their way into that class who 
were the last to be employed in good 


times, and the first to be discharged in 
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bad times of trade. The three years 
system was introduced on the assump- 
tion that 70 per cent of the men would 
re-engage, but only 12 per cent. did so. 
If an analysis were made of the ua- 
employed during last winter it would 
probably be found that a large proportion 
of the 88 per cent. who did not re-engage 
went to swell the ranks of the unemployed. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER pointed out 
that that could no: be the case, as the 
three years men had not come to the end 
of their term of service. 


*Sirn J. DICKSON-POYNDER thought 
that, at any rate, many ofthe men would 
find it very difficult to obtain employ- 
ment, although, of course, it would not 
be so difficult after three years as after 
nine years service. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would take the matter 
up, and endeavour to frame some coni- 
structive scheme by which the public 
services and organisitions throughout the 
country might provide employment for 
these men. No doubt all sorts of objec- 
tions would be raised and the proposal 
said to be impossible, but the country 
was face to face with a great problem; 
and if the present voluntary system was 
to be maintained a scheme would have 
to be devised by which men who 
joined the colours, provided — their 
conduct during service was good, should 
be assured of employment when their 
term with the colours expired. Some- 
thing might be done through the 
Post Office, a Department which had 
37,000 employees in London alone, and 
that number represented only 32 per 
cent. of the total in the country. He 
would not confine the plan to any one 
Department, it should be so arranged 
with different Departments that the men 
might be evenly distributed about the 
country. Some assistance might come 
from the police, though he knew the 
idea was very unpopular. At present 
we were moving in a vicious circle. 
The fact that they were not en- 
sured employment on the expiration 
of their term of service debarred many 
men of good character and position from 
entering the Army. A change in that 
respect would automatically raise the 
standard of recruits, and the result 
would b» not only a great gain to the 
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Army, but a substantial mitigation of one | 


of the grievous problems of the day. 
The local authorities throughout the 
country might be approached in the 
matter. He still held the view which he 
expressed four years ago, that with our 


voluntary system the more closely the. 


local governing authorities covld be 
brought into harmony with the mili- 
tary system the better it must be for 
the country. At the outside, only from 
30,0C0 to 35,000 men were discharged 
per annum in the ordinary course, and 


that number distributed throughout the | 


country into different organisations need 
not be a burden to any particular one. 
To secure a strong and efficiext Army 
every encouragement must be given 
to men to enter the Army, and the 
only real e-couragemeit that could 
be given was an undertaking that 
if they coniucted themselves as_ re- 
spectable citizens during their term of 
service they should be sure of employ- 
ment on their return to civil life. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I must say 
I have no reason to complain of the dis- 
cussion to day not being in accordance 
with the request I ventured to make 
yesterday. It has certainly lacked 
nothing in breadth or in depth, and if I 
may say 80, it has been a most valuable 
contribution to the discussion of Army 
questions. With much that has been 
said I am in cordial agreement, but with 
a great deal I am afraid I still remain 
at variance. I should like if ! can to do 
justice to those who have differed from 
me, as well as to those who have agreed 
with me. I have noticed with great 
satisfaction that there has been a tendency 
in the directionwh‘ch I desire we all should 
travel—a tendency to recognise the truth 
that after all we are not keeping up, as 
we ought not to keep up, a large Army 
primarily for the defence of these islands. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: No, no. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Members to whom that tendency has not 
extended have been left behind in the 
advance that has been made; but I have 
noticed a very remarkable tendency in 
that direction. 

Sir J, Dickson-Poyader. 
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Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To whose 
speech does my right hon. friend refer ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 

almost every speech that has been made. 
But I will endeavour to make my point 
good. Ido not mean to say that all who 
have expressed that view are in agreement 
‘with me, but I do note that tendency in 
‘all their speeches, I am going, not to 
traverse, but to criticise some of the 
|statements which have been made by 
the various speakers. If hon. Members 
will allow me I will explain to them 
my view of what is the real guiding 
principle in this matter. 

We are told we ought to have a great 
reduction in the Regular Army. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
was very emphatic on that point, and | 
wish to know how he justifies that pro- 
position, whether it is based upon a 
true view of this question, or whether it 
is really an idea thrown off because he 
knew it would be acceptable to all of us, 
and that that is the shortest way of 
getting a reduction of cost. It is 
admitted on all sides that we have to 
maintain an Army which is suitable for 
our needs in time of peace, and capable 
of expansion in time of war. Has he 
considered whether, if he reduced our 
Regular Army, it would be able to satisfy 
those considerations ? I am working under 
strictly limited conditions, The Army 
Council is working with the object of 
producing an Army which shall supply 
in time of peace a garrison for India and 
the approved garrisons for the Colonies, 
while having a certain proportion 
of that Army at home, so as to make a 
proper circulation between all parts of 
the Army, and which shall be capable of 
furnishing the drafts and units necessary 
for the reinforcements which the Indi:cn 
Government demand-in time of wa’. 
The hon. Member suggest:d that w» 
might with advantage go back to the 
system of seven and five years enlistment. 
I traverse that statement for this reaso... 
If you do go back to that system you 
will get no reduction in cost, and 
you will most certainly get no Re- 
serve which will enable you to satisty 
the demands of the Indian Government 
‘in time of war. You will not and you 
| cannot get the Reserve necessary for the 
[requirements of the Army in India ii 














a SS Sh CU 


a 





1573 Army 
you put the whole Army upon that basis, 
You will get nothing near the intantry 
Reserve required for that purpose, nor 
would you get the number of units. 
You will not get units sufficient to 
supply the demands of the Indian 
Government in case of war; if you 
begin to reduce and cut off units you will 
be not, as I explained before, cutting off 
the officers, but you will be muiking it 
impossible to add to the number of your 
effective Army when the stress of war 
comes. It can easily be calculated what 
Reserve was produced under the previous 
system. It numbered 54,000 men in the 
infantry. If you begin to reduce the 
number of infantry units you pro tanto 
reduce that Reserve, and that Reserve is 
entirely inadequate for the purpose we 
are compelled to regard as binding upon 
us. The hon. Member said we had 
introduced the nine years system of 
service, and that he considers too long. 
Well, standing as an isolated period, I 
should agree with him; I think if it 
were not joined with the short service it 
would be too long. [ would remind him 
that the period is practically the same 
as that upon which thousands have been 
serving before, and it is ouly one year 
in excess of the official term which men 
have been serving for years past. We 
have fought this battle over and over 
again, thinking we ought to doall in our 
power to provide for men who have been 
in the Army for nine years. I did make 
a proposition that we should be able to 
guarantee to every soldier of good 
character who had served nine years a 
congenial occupation in the ranks of the 
Army in connection with the short- 
service battalions which would provide 
him with that certainty of employment 
to which I think he is entitled. I think 
the hon. Member was mistaken in suppos- 
ing that little is done for the employment 
of these men on their discharge. If he 
would look at the Report of the Inspector- 
General of Recruiting he would see that 
the proportion of men of good character 
who cannot obiain employment is com- 
paratively small. 


*Sirn J. DICKSON-POYNDER: | am 
told it is about 30 per cent. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Oh, no; 
ic is much less, and that fact has been 
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the secret of success in the Navy, and it 
will be the secret of success in the Army. 
The hon. Member has said he considers 
two periods of service at the same time 
impossible. A great many things have 
been said about the impossibility of it. 
[ was told by many great authorities that 
we should have no chance of obtaining 
our military recruits for the nine years 
service, but since October we have 
obtained 11,000 men on that basis; and 
to that extent we have passed the calcula- 
tion of many who were entitled to express 
an opinion. I believe you must come to 
this double system of recruiting, and if 
you do come to it you cin successfully 
carry it out if you comply with the 
ordinary conditions of common sense. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Is that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s policy at 
the present moment ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. If 
youcontinue the long-serv.ce recruiting in- 
defiitely you must sacrifice your Reserve. 
If you do not come to some kiad of 
short-service recruiting vou cannot make 
that Reserve. In order to carry on the 
two systems side by side you must have 
great differentiation in the inducements 
effered to the man who has served the 
long time and the man who has served 
the short time. The hon. Member has not 
remembered that the inducement to the 
soldier hitherto of enlisting for a long 
period of service has not been great, and 
that inducement has never been given 
to him until he has served two years in 
the Army. I pass from that view of the 
question as to how we ought to deal with 
the soldier in the Army, to what has 
been the main part of the debate this 
afternoon; tht is, the question whether 
We can or caunot regard the Auxiliary 
Forces in their present state as a substi- 
tute, or an available substitute, for the 
Regular Army. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Before the right 
hon. Gentleman deals with that question 
would he kindly answer the Question 
put by my hon. and gallant friend as 
to whether he is proceeding with tiie 
short-service Army proposals ! 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
explained that many times, and [ say 
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that it is impossible to proceed with the 


short-service men until the nucleus of | 


long-service men required for the Army 
has been raised. 


Masor SEELY : 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That, 
of course, will depend entirely upon 
the rate at which recruiting proceeds. 


When will that be ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: But when will it 
be ? 


Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER: We are 
recruiting at the rate of about 400 per 
month, and it will be about seven or eight 
months before we shall have obtained 
enough long-service men. 


Major SEELY: And will you then 
begin with the short-service Army ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. 
Mr. CHURCHILL rose again. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER would not 
give way. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
Gentleman would do better in his own in- 
terest if he allowed his interruption. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I de not 
wish to stand in the hon. Member’s way. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I wish to get this 
information definitely in view of the very 
important debate on Monday next. Are 
we to understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s policy now is that, as soon 
as he bas got his requisite number of long- 
service men, that is in eight or nine 
months time, he intends to proceed w.th 
the scheme of last year which he has laid 
before the House for establishing a dual 
Army system and short service for soldiers 
at home ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, that 
is so. I now come to the question as to 
how far we can regard the Auxiliary Forces 
as & substitute for the Regular Army. 
The hon. Member for the Isle of Wight 
expiessed my own sentiments upon this 
point. This is a question we must exa- 


mine {not from the point of view of. 
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patriotic enthusiasm, but from the 
point of view of its military value. 
The hon. Member for the Eskdale 
Division of Cumberland said that we 
might rely upon public enthusiasm in 
time of war. My view is that public 
enthusiasm in time of war is not 
enough. There was an enormous amount 
of public enthusiasm in the year 1870 in 
Paris, but that war ended disastrously, 
and something more than that was re- 
quired. What I want to inquire into is 
how much we can rely upon it to make 
itself of va'ue for the purposes of war. 


Istimates, 1905-6. 


Major SEELY: The right hon. 
Gentleman misapprehends the point | 
raised as he misapprehended it once 
before. We had enthusiasm at the time 
of the Boer War, but then it must be 
remembered that everybody does not 
belong to the ranks of the Volunteers. 
The point was could they rely upon en- 
thusiasm without training. If they 
could not, then they ought to be able to 
obtain men who had had some training to 
fulfil that patriotic enthusiasm. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [If it be 
true that we can rely upon putting into 
the field against a foreign army troops 
which have had only the training of the 
Volunteers, all I can say is that every 
other country in the world is making a 
mistake except ourselves. 

Mayor SEELY: But that is better 
than nothing. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I agree 
that it is better than nothing, but the 
question is, is that good enough. If we 
are right then every other country in the 
world is wrong. I have abundance of 
opinion from every military authority in 
this country, and it is unanimous upon 
this question, and they declare that you 
cannot safely enter into combat with @ 
civilised army with men who have had so 
small a training as that which we give to 
our Volunteers. But supposing we are 
right and everybody else is wrong, then 
surely we are wasting both our time and 
money on the Regular Army. I cannot 
accept that, and | cannot bring myself to 
believe that the Germans, the French, the 
Japanese and every other country is wrong. 
It is argued that this force is of great value 
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to have, however imperfectly trained, 
because it is a great supplement to the 
Army in time of war. I admit that up 
to the point to which that argument 
will carry me. My view is that it is 
our duty to provide such an organisa- 
tion for the Rogular Army as will allow 
a very large reserve of trained men 
who will have had equivalent training to 
the troops which form foreign armies. 
That is wh; I attach no importance to 
the particular period, and why I sug- 
gested two years as the minimum period 
of training to be allowed. That is the 
minimum training adopted by every 
country except Switzerland, which does 
not, I suppose, contemplate the under- 
taking of a foreign expedition. 


Army 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman referring to my 
speech @ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think the 
hon. Member used the phrase “ public 
enthusiasm.” 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER: No, I 
never used that phrase. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORST“R: Then I 
withdraw the “ publicenthusiasm.” The 
Volunteers, it is argued, give us what we 
are likely to want in time of war. The 
hon. Member has called me to task for 


what I have said with regard to the value . 


of the Volunteer force in a great emer- 
gency. I think he has endeavoured to put 
into my mouth words which I did not use. 
T have said that you must not expect 
more from the Volunteers than the con- 
ditions of the service allow them to give. 
What do the conditions allow them to 
give? We know what they gave in the 
case of the South African War. They 
gave a great deal, especially on the first 
occasion when the demand was made. 
But what do I find in the Report of the 
Inspector-General of Recruiting for the 
year 1901? The Report says— 

“It was found that it was not possible to 
obtain the full number of companies, nor, in- 
deed, to obtain companies at the same strength 
as in the preceding year. The Army Order 
which appeared on 25th January was con- 
sequently modified, and companies allcwed to 
proceed as such at a minimum strength of 
ninety all ranks. In cases where the requisite 
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| ninety were not forthcoming, Volunteers were 
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allowed to proceed as drafts, to relieve an 
equivalent number of men of the service com- 
pany in South Africa, provided a minimum 
number of twenty-one came forward.” 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: May I ask 
my right hon. friend if at that time 5s. 
a day was being paid to men without any 
training whatever ? 


Masor SHELY : Before the right hon. 
Gentleman replies—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 


Gentleman must be allowed to reply. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A great 
many men did go out who had no previous 
training, but I am aware that a great 
many of these men became as efficient as 
some of the Volunteers who went out. 


Masor SEELY again rose, and—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN, interposing, said 
the hon. and gallant Member is not en- 
titled to keep up constant interruptions. 
He was listened to with perfect silence 
himself. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
read the Report of the Inspector-General 
of Recruiting. Let me read some other 
facts which I think are relevant to the 
question how far we can rely on this 
force in time of emergency. The number 
who volunteered for service in 1900 was 
20,929. Of those 3,528 were rejected on 
medical grounds. Further, there were 
rejected as not complying with the regu- 
lations as to efficiency 3,333. That is 
to say, 33 per cent. of the 20,929 who 
presented themselves as willing to serve 
the country were rejected. I do not 
blame these men for the fact that they 
were not medically qualified, or that from 
the military point of view they were not 
efficient when they came forward. But 
we have the fact that 33 per cent. were 
not accepted by the military authorities 
on grounds which perfectly justified them 
in not accepting their services. I am not 
adducing these facts as a matter of cen- 
sure at all. I am charged with the duty 
of seeing whether we have or have not 
an available military force in time of war, 
and I have to test the question by the 
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only evidence available. In his examina- 
tion Colonel Satterthwaite was asked— 

“Do you consider the medical inspection of 
the recruits strict enough ?—There are many 
sides to that when you ask whether it is strict 
enough. One is that in the Volunteers their 
existence depends on the capitation grant, and 
if the medical inspection was too uniformly 
carried out many of these corps would cease to 
exist.” 

Captain Jenner, Adjutant 3rd Lanark 
Rifle Corps, in his evidence said— 

“T think if you look at the record of the men 
that were examined for the service companies 
that went out to South Africa—and I know 
some cases that came under my notice—you 
will find some suitable food for reflection there. 
You mean in the rejections ?—Yes, they were 
simply terrific the cases that came under my 
notice in several corps.” 


Colonel Hawarth, 5rd V.B. Lancashire 
Fusiliers, was asked— 

“ How many of your men would have passed 
the doctor ?—I should think 35 per cent. would 
have been rejected.” 


I do think these are relevant considera- 
tions. It is unreasonable to expect 
the Volunteers as now constituted to 
be available for foreign service, and 
especially service in India. We know 
the class who come into the ; olunteers. 
We know that they are proud of the 
occupations in which they are employed, 
and no one would really expect a large 
proportion of the Volunteer force to 
sacrifice their occupations in order to 
undertake the work of a campaign 
in India. When we eliminate these two 
sections of the Volunteer force—those 
unfit medically or on the ground of 
inefficiency, and those disqualified on 
the ground of being occupied in such 
a way that they cannot leave the 
country and cannot hold themselves 
available for foreign-service—we shall 
have to reduce the force considerably. 
If these facts are as I have stated is 
there anything unreasonable in the 
proposals I have made to the Committee ? 
I have proposed that we should take 
steps, so far as we can, to eliminate 
from the Volunteers the inefficient. 
We are asked to make large reductions of 
expenditure. I have been led to believe 
that you cannot safely make large reduc- 
tions in the Regular Army except in the 
way I myself have proposed. I have 
always entertained the belief that you 
can make considerable reductions in 

Mr, Arnold-Forster. 
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the Militia force, and yet, at the same 
time, make it more efficient and self- 
respecting, and much more useful to 
the nation. But, be that as it may, I 
am not prepared to accept the proposi- 
tion that you are to reduce the Regular 
Army and the Militia and to take no 
steps at all, in view of the facts I have 
Just recited and many otbers I might 
recite, to reduce the cost of the Volunteer 
force. 


What does that reduction mean ? 
It means the reduction of the inefficient 
part of the Volunteer force. I am 
quite sure that reductions such as I 
have proposed can be made with- 
out outstepping for a moment what 
would be included in the description 
I have given. 
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My hon. iriend the Member for 
Sheffield asked where I found any 
support for my allegation that the 
tendency of the Committee was in the 
direction of accepting tbe view that 
the Volunteers, like every other branch of 
our Army, ought to be made available, 
if possible, for foreign service. I find 
it in the fact that many of the arguments 
addressed to the Committee, and notably 
the arguments of the hon. Member for 
the Isle of Wight, were based on the as- 
sumption that when a time of crisis came 
we can and must rely on the Volunteers. 
I say that that is a great step in advance, 
and I said yesterday and I repeat to-day 
that it isonly logical if that be so that 
I should ask hon. Members to meet me 
half way, and to allow the War Depart- 
ment to so spend its money and so 
organise its forces that it may really 
fulfil that which the hon. Membet 
desires that it should accomplish. Does 
the hon. Member think that we are going 
the best way about it by continuing 
the present organisation of the Volunteer 
force? The hon. Member spoke of the 
Volunteer force forming a garrison for 
India and a protection for our lines of 
communication. I have two remarks 
to make in that connection. I have never 
been a believer in playing what you 
may call your second eleven. It may 
be that you have to defend communica- 
tions which are never attacked; that has 
happened ; and so long as they are never 
attucked it does not matter who defends 
them. But if those communications are 
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attacked you must have troops who are 
capable of defending them, and I am not 
going to subscribe to the theory that it 
is consistent with the safety and dignity 
of this country to depend upon troops 
not being engaged when they are 
placed in a responsible position. If 
you are going to send the Volunteers— 
and honestly I do not think you are— 
to India you must entirely reconstitute 
that force; you must change its con- 
stitution from top to bottom, a thing 
which I would never think of suggesting 
to this Committee. How many of the 
Volunteers went out as an organised force 
in the late war? Nota single unit. 


Mayor SEELY: They wanted to go, 
but were not allowed. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
precisely my point. The organisation 
of the Volunteers as legally constituted 
absolutely prohibits their being made 
use of in the one way in which 
military forces can be most effectively 
employed. The Volunteers have been 
made use of in foreign wars as individuals 
and not as a military force, and if they 
are to be employed as a military force 
it follows as a necessary consequence 
that they should be organised in such 
a way that they could go to the seat of 
war with their own organisation and their 
own officers. 


It has been said that I have made 
a proposal to abolish the Militia. 
That, I may perhaps be permitted to 
say, is an absolute misconception. I 
had hoped to utilise them, and [ still 
think that it would be much better 
if we could, in a way which would 
make them independent of the Regular 
Army and make them really the basis 


of the short-service Army of this 
country. That has been my desire and 
that is my desire. That was my 


proposition and it remains my proposi- 
tion, but it is not the proposition that 
Ihave been allowed to make to the 
House. Hon. Members know perfectly 
well what I mean. I have stated it 
over and over again. I find the feeling 
in this House is  unconquerably 
opposed to any alteration of the organisa- 


tion of the Militia; but I do believe. 
me theirzfull acquiescence and approval 


that the hon. Member who alluded to 
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this subject is perfectly right in say- 
ing that if we were allowed to take 
the Militia and make them the short- 
service Army, and make them really fit 
to face foreign troops in the field we 
should give the Militia a chance of 
becoming a real force. That is the 
“head and front of my offending.” 
I should desire to include in that force 
a certain number of Line battalions. 
Now I want once for all to make 
it clear why I have made that pro- 
posal and why I think that that 
is the proposal which will ultimately 
be accepted. You have one hundred 
and fifty-six battalions of the Line, 
and if you are going to keep the wnole 
of those hundred and fiity-six battalions 
of the Line on the basis of 800 to 1,000 
enlisted for long service with their pay 
and emoluments as at present, and if 
you are going to spend any additional 
money on the Militia as you all desire we 
should, you will have an enormous increase 
of the Army Estimates. You will have 
the upward tendency in the Army 
Kstimates accelerated, and you will 
have that great increase of our expendi- 
ture which the House and the Com- 
mittee have over and over again said 
they will not have. There are two 
alternatives open to you. You may 
destroy a certain number of battalions 
of the Line in order to place battalions 
of Militia in their stead. But when 
you come to do that, I think vou 
will have a problem which the boldest 
of us would not care to face. I do 
not think that public opinion will 
support the abolition of, say, the 
92nd Highlanders in order to put Militia 
in their place. But that is the absolute 
logical sequence of forcing these proposals 
through if you are not to do anything to 
the Line battalions except to reduce them. 
What I propose, and what I think is the 
wisest course, is to level up the Militia 
battalions to the level of the Line bat- 
talions which are not necessary, and which 
need not be maintained in their full 
strength in time of peace, and make them 
the nucleus of the short-service Army. 
I am not proposing to reduce the Militia, 
as the hon. Member suggests. The whole 
Militia Vote is taken this year as it was 


‘taken last year; and I am going to ask 


the Committee, and I hope they will give 
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in the course which I have suggested, 
that we should deal with the Militia in the 
only way in which we can deal with it in 
its present condition—that we should get 
rid of those units and battalions which 
are inefficient and are clearly incapable of 
becoming efficient ; that we should con- 
solidate such battalions as would gain 
by consolidation, and if the result is eco- 
nomical from that process we should de- 
vote the funds saved to giving the Militia 
such additional training as the military 
authorities may think necessary, and 
which they are capable of receiving. 


I have done my best to answer the 
question of the hon. Member for the Isle 
of Wight, though Ido not suppose I have 
satisfied him. I have told him that 
while we owe an immense debt to the 
Volunteers, we must not exaggerate 
their importance. I do not think the 
hon. Member has made it evident to the 
Committee that we are justified in relying 
in the event of a great war on the Volun- 
teer force as at present constituted to 
fulfil our needs. I do not think he has 
made it clear that we are in such immi- 
nent danger of invasion that it is neces- 
sary to keep 630,000 men in time of peace 
to repel an invasion which I honestly be- 
lieve will never take place. But the 
hon. Member ex hypothesi will say half of 
that force, the Regular Army and the Re- 
serves and the Reserves of the Navy will 
be withdrawn and we shall be left with a 
much smaller force at home. If we had 
to send the whole of the Regular Army 
out of the country it is absolutely certain 
that we should have the entire command 
of the sea, and if that is so, I believe we 
are on the safe side in proposing to take 
the steps I propose. What are those steps ? 
It is that we should recognise, in the first 
place, that the doctrine of the chance of 
invasion of this country may be fully ex- 
pressed by the chance of a raid by 5,000 
men. We must be prepared to meet such 
a raid by a properly organised, equipped, 
and officered force, and in the Volunteers 
there is ample material for the formation 
of such a force. If we limit ourselves 
to a force of 200,000 Volunteers I am 
convinced we shall have in any part of 
the country which may be threatened 
an ample and sufficient force to repel any 
such raid, and an enormously improved 
efficiency on the part of the Volunteers 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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|by such a reduction of men and the 
' additional expenditure of money on those 
remaining in the force. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he did not attach as much value as 
some hon. Members did to these debates 
on Army reorganisation. There were 
in the House a considerable number of 
hon. Gentlemen who were under the im- 
pression that they ought to be field- 
marshals. These Gentlemen always 
seized every opportunity of submitting 
some particular plan of their own for 
Army reorganisation, and they generally 
disagreed with each other ; while in most 
cases their plans involved a considerably 
larger expenditure. It was, therefore, 
obvious why the Votes for the Army had 
increased so much in the last few years. 
He understood that the debate that 
had gone on on the previous and was 
going on that day for such a time 
was merely a sort of preliminary canter, 
and that they were to have the whole 
of next week in which to say what 
the Army ought to be. He really felt 
inclined to seize the opportunity of tak- 
ing a holiday; for he did not pretend 
to be a sort of professor able to lecture on 
milicary administration. He left all the 
details to the technical men in the pro- 
fession; but what he had observed was 
that in all those debates in which money 
was thrown away and squandered in the 
most reckless fashion the talk was very 
much confined to the would-be military 
section of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War him- 
self was one of those field-marshals ; 

‘but, after all, they could not have 
a dozen Ministers for War if there was 
‘to be unity in the discussion of those 
matters. He came there simply asa 
representative of that burdened creature, 
the British taxpayer, and to look upon 
these matters from his point of view. 
Some years ago they had the great Army 
Corps scheme, which had disappeared, and 
all they knew was that the Army cost a 
great deal more at the present moment. 
And unless hon. Members specifically 
said that they would not allow the mili- 
tary men to expend more than the pre- 
sent money, the expenditure would go 
up and up. He believed in a practical 
Amendment to reduce the amount of the 
Vote by so much. His hon. friend the 
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Member for the Isle of Wight had antici- 
pated him in that course by moving a re- 
duction of 10,000 men; but he understood 
that the money was to be spent on some 
other plan of the hon. Member’s own. 
He would vote for the Amendment, 
because it would be so much less; but 
he wished it to be understood that he 
voted for it entirely without prejudice 
to his right to vote against the whole 
amount asked for. 


He would give one or two good reasons for 
that course. Last year the Secretary for 
War came forward with a wondrous plan, 
and everything was to be changed for 
the better. He wanted to know what 
on earth had become of that plan? He 
consulted his military friends, and they 
told him that the plan had entirely dis- 
appeared ; that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for War had been over- 
ruled by his colleagues. He remembered 
that last year the right hon. Gentleman 
told the House that they had got an 
Army that was perfectly worthless and 
that all they had got to hope for was 
that, now he was Minister for War, he 
would alter it at once. Had the right 
hon. Gentleman done anything? Not a 
bit of it. Another observation the right 
hon. Gentleman made was that, if his 
plan was adopted, he would not continue 
to hold the office of Minister for War if 
he did not reduce the Estimates this year. 
Where on earth was the reduction ? 
Would anybody tell him where it was ? 
He did not know what the plan of the 
right hon. Gentleman was; but he 
gathered from the military critics that, 
if there was a plan, it was absolutely 
worthless. They knew that two or three 
years ago, when the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s predecessor produced his plan, the 
Prime Minister said it was perfection ; 
and now that the House had found that 
it was not worth the money expended on 
it, the Prime Minister had thrown over 
the late Minister for War and taken on 
the right hon. Gentleman, the present 
Secretary for War. But that right hon. 
Gentleman was not allowed to carry out 
his own views ; he was a perfect dummy. 
The right hon. Gentleman made a bold 
statement-—he was rather bold and 
egotistical in his habits, and seemed to 
think that everybody should bow down 


and worship him—and said that if he 
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was not allowed to carry out his own 
views, and if he did not reduce the Army 
Kstimates this year compared with those 
of last year, he would not remain for a 
moment at the War Office. But there was 
the might hon. Gentleman this year at 
that box, with no plan and no reduction 
of Estimates. He wanted to know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was going to 
do what he promised. It seemed to 
him that the right hon. Gentleman 
uttered that threat not so much to the 
House as to his colleagues; but his 
colleagues had got the better of him. 
They had frightened the right hon. 
Gentleman out of his promises. 


Estimat_s, 1905-6. 


Now, it seemed to him that the House 
ought to express their opinion that the 
right hon. Gentleman was not fit for his 
place, and that the Ministers collectively 
were not fit for their places. How were 
hon. Members to do that! By the 
old constitutional way—let them refuse 
any money or men to the Government 
until they gave place to better men. 
Really, it was monstrous that the right 
hon. Gentleman should come down to 
the House and tell them that he was 
not going to do anything last year, 
but that this year, if he remained Minister 
for War for so long, he would do some- 
thing to reduce expenditure on the 
Army ; and that there would be perfec- 
tion in the end if only they kept him in 
office. What the House wanted was 
that the thing should be done at once ; 
and they were not going to keep the 
Minister for War, or the Prime Minister 
either, in office any longer. They wanted 
both to be turned out and replaced by 
good sound Radicals, who would carry 
out in office pledges given in opposition. 
He knew it was said, “ What a mon- 
strous thing! Do vou want to be with- 
out an Army?” No, he did not want 
the country to be without an Army. 
He believed the country required a 
reasonably large and efficient Army ; 


‘but they had to use the forms of the 


House to secure that; and the only 
way in which they could press their 
protest against the mode in which the 
business of the Army was carried on, 
and show their thorough distrust of the 
Minister for War and his colleagues, 
was to vote against any proposal they 
made, Ifthe right hon. Gentleman had 
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come forward and asked for a modest Vote 
on Account, so as to enable the Govern- 
ment to arrange for a dissolution, he would 
have supported it, but as he had come 
forward and asked for a Vote to carry 
them over the whole year, when the 
Government had not the support of the 
country behind them, he should vote 
against it. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) said he could not agree with the 
proposition of the hon. Member for 
Northampton that the Secretary of State 
for War was not fit for his place. The right 
hon. Gentleman had, whether they agreed 
with him in all the details of this scheme 
or not, proved emphatically that he was 
fit for his place. He had tackled a re- 
markably difficult problem in the right 
spirit. He had inherited an estate very 
heavily involved, and had done a good 
deal to extricate it from that difficult 
position. He believed he was on the 
right lines, and if he was allowed time to 
develop his policy the result would be 
most satisfactory. The proposition to 
reduce the Vote by 10,000 men he did 
not understand, because he did not 
know whether that was in addition to the 
reduction already promised by the Secre- 
tary of State for War. At all events, 
sufficient reason had not been given for 
such reduction. It was true that a pro- 
position was made two years ago to reduce 
the Army by 27,000 men. For that pro- 
position he, amongst others, voted, but 
he thought the conditions now were 
entirely different. Two years ago, when 
he voted for the reduction of the men, 
the scheme before the House was radically 
wrong in principle and hopelessly im- 
practicable. It was therefore their duty 
to defeat that scheme by every means in 
their power. That scheme had been 
abandoned and another scheme had 
taken its place, from which the country 
hoped much better things. In order to 
complete the former scheme 50,000 
recruits were asked for by the Secretary 
of State for War. It was manifestly 
impossible that 50,000 could be ob- 
tained, and therefore, in asking for a 
large establishment, the Government 
were merely asking the taxpayers’ money. 
Now a smaller number of recruits was 
required, viz., 42,000 men, and as 
these men could be obtained the posi- 


Mr, Labouchere. 
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tion was eatirely different. Again, men 
were asked for two years ago for the 


defence of this country. Men were 
now asked for service abroad. 
There was a very great distinction 


between the two things. Again, two 
years ago the effective establishment 
was 311,000 men. Now the effective 
establishment was 274,000, or a reduc- 
tion of over 37,000 men in the number 
of the Regular establishment. He did 
not therefore think that his hon. friend 
the Member for the Isle of Wight 
had made out a conclusive case in favour 
of a reduction by 10,000 men. 


It was not well to reduce the 
Regular Army at the same time they 
were endeavouring to reduce the Vol- 
unteer force. He admitted that there 
was a good deal to be said in favour 
of an effective Volunteer force, but 
there were certain considerations which 
had not apparently been borne in mind. 
The Secretary of State for War said he 
wanted his Army for service abroad 
and on the Indian frontier. Supposing 
we were attacked on the Indian frontier 
and had to use our forces to repel that 
attack, should we not have to rely on 
Vo unteer forces of some kind or another 
in order to supplement our Regular Army ? 
Did the Secretary of State for War believe 
the Regular Army sufficient to repel an 
attack on the Indian Frontier without 
the assistance of Volunteer forces ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Certainly 
we should not have enough forces unless 
we had a very large Reserve, and that 
is why I make the proposal. 


Mr. BECKETT thought experts would 


maintain that the wastage would be 
so great that in addition to the 


Reserve we should have largely to 
rely upon such assistance as we could 
derive from Volunteer forces in the 
country. If that were so, it was necessary 
to have as many men as possible ac- 
customed to handle the rifle, and they 
woud have a better position with 
340,000 men to draw from than with 
only 200,000. 


When they came to discuss the scheme 
with the right hon. Gentleman next week. 
he hoped some information would be given 
on certain points. Only a week or twa 
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ago the Prime Minister said the Secre- 
tary of State for Wat would produce “ his” 
policy. He did not say “our” policy. 
The Secretary of St.te for War had also 
referred very fervently to the present 
policy as “my” policy. It was very 
desirable that they should know whether 
the Government had pinned their faith 
to this policy and whether they intended 
to stand or fall by it. That was a 
point upon which the House and the 
country ought to be informed by the 
Prime Minister himself. The Prime 
Minister was a member of the Defence 
Committee and must have the whole 
subject at his finger ends, and, consider- 
ing the doubt and uncertainty which 
prevailed as to the true policy of the 
Government, the Secretary of State for 
War's statement should be supplemented 
by a definite statement from the Prime 
Minister next week. He asked the Secre- 
tary of State for War to tell them also 
what he had decided to do in regard to 


the striking force, and what shape that | 


force would take. It would be extremely 
interesting and satisfactory if the Secre- 
tary of State for War would explain the 
system of recruiting a little more in 
detail, then they would feel more security 
as to the future of the Army. He had not 
offered these remarks in a hostile spirit, 
and would support the right hon. Gentle- 
man in resisting the reduction proposed. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mans‘ield) commented upon the fact that 
the Secretary of State for War had not 
offered any explanation of the reasons 
why he had not been allowed to carry 
out his policy, although he declared last 
year that he would not retain his position 
unless he were allowed a free hand. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER denied that 
he had been inconsistent or had falsified 
any of his pledges. He had not gone 
back one inch upon the proposals he had 
made, 


Mr. MARKHAM said the right hon. 
Gentleman said he had not been allowed 
to carry out his policy, and the question 
was who had prevented him? Was 
it the Prime Minister, the Defence 
Committee, or the Secretary of State 
for India ? They were in a very remark- 
able position. The Secretary of State 
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was necessary to have a short-service 
Army capable of being sent abroad 
in time of war, and yet he was not 
allowed to submit his scheme to 
the House. Was the right hon. Gentle- 
man consulting his own dignity in 
remaining in the Government under such 
circumstances ? 


Estimates, 1905-6. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER said the 
hon. Gentleman was entirely mistaken. 
All he had said was that he was pre- 
vented by the prevailing sense of the 
House of Commons from making 
his proposal with regard to the Militia. 
That was not embodied in his scheme, 
and therefore he had nothing to with- 
draw. 


MARKHAM: Then we under- 
the House of Commons 
prevented the right hon. 


Mr. 
stand it Is 
which has 
Gentleman. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, cer- 
tainly. 


Mr. MARKHAM said it had been 
pointed out that we had to face a large 
expenditure on the Indian frontier be- 
caus Russia had brought a double 
line of railway to the frontier, and so 
long as this country continued to twist 
the tail of Russia so long a heavy ex- 
penditure on the Indian Army would be 
necessary. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
was understood to ask before the Com- 
mittee divided for some information 
on the subject of remounts and the 
disposal of cast horses, explaining that 
he did not desire to occupy time by 
repeacing his observations of the previous 
day. 


FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromMbry 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) 
was understood to say: ‘The hon. 
Member on the previous day had 
suggested that we were in no better 
position to-day with regard to the 
question of remounts than at the 
date of the South African War. That 
was not so. He was not surprised at 
the suggestion being made because the 
work had been done in a qviet and 
unostentatious manner, and it had not 
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come to the knowledge of*hon. Members, 
It was quite true that there was a smaller 
number of horses this year, not only 
in this country but in the world, 
than there were in 1899, and to that ex- 
tent the difficulty of securing horses 
for the Army had not been reduced, 
but rather increased, but so far as 
organisation was concerned we were 
in an infinitely better position to-day 
than when we went to war in South 
Africa. The Remount Department had 
been entirely reorganised and was in a 
far better position than ever it had 


Army 
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the numbers of the Volunteer force. 
He could not accept the statement of 
the Secretary of State for War that 
a large number of Volunteers were 
medically unfit. Of course so far as 
possible they should have physically 
fit men in the Volunteers, but so long as 
battalions were maintained under the 
capitation grant it would follow that 
the larger the numbers in the bat- 
talion the larger would be the capitation 
grant, and if the numbers of the Volun- 





teers were reduced the War Office must be 
| prepared to pay more heavily for those 


been before. They knew where horses | who were fit. [Mr. ARNOLD - Forster: 
were to be found and who they belonged | Hear, hear! ] Referring to the call made 
to, the world having been divided into | upon the Volunteers foractive service with 
spheres of action. The small prizes | the Colours, he pointed out that the call 
given at local shows, to which the hon. | originally made was for two companies 
Member had referred, would be continued from each b:izgale—one for immediate 
during the coming year, because although | service and one for service six months 
they were small it was hoped that they lence. It was easy enough to get any 


| 
would encourage the breeding of the class | number of men to volunteer for active 


of horse likely to be useful for remount | 
purposes. The hon. Member’s suggestion 
as to the sale of cast horses had been con- 


service at once, but not so easy to get 
men to promise to go out in six or twelve 
months time, because they did not know 





sidered, but the 
as the present system. 
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conclusion had been 
come to that it was not so economical 
He was afraid 
they could not give horses to the Brood- | 


hand. 
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Lamont, Norman 

uaw, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cornwall) 
uayland-Barratt, Francis 
leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
weigh, Sir Joseph 

uevy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

uyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae,* George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir C. Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley,RtHn. J. (Montrose) 
Moss, Samuel 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, J. G. Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir F. George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George GC. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M, M. 
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} Moulton, John Fletcher 
| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


| Nolan, J. (Lough, South) 


Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, P. (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N ) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 


| O'Mara, James 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Richards, T. (W.Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, J. Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, H. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


NOES. 


! Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith, 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir A. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, RtHn.J.A.(Glasgow) 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. GC. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A. (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, F. ) 
Thomas, D A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, J. C. (Orkney) 


Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) 


| Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’d 
| Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE AYES — 
Major Seely and Sir John 
Dickson-Poynder. 


Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghiil, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir F. Lucas 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, GC. G. (Antrim, 8.) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt. Hon. Sir J. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W.) 
Faber, George D. (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn FE. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir.J.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’sB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hn..J.E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. L. (Tynem’th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords.N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford,W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,.J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James H. C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Y rks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir J. 8. 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kimler, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Fred. Wm. 


Army 


And, it bemg half-past Six of the 
clock, the Chairman, pursuant to the 
Order of the House of the 16th March, 
proceeded to put forthwith the Questions 
necessary to dispose of Vote A and 
Vote 7 of the Army Estimates. 





{COMMONS} 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew B. (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks.N.R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, CG. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, Sir L. (EdinburghW.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fred. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
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Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, H.C.( North’mb,Tynes’d 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M“Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H. (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 





Wilson, . ohn (Glasgow) 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. (.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Sit 
Alexander Acland-Hood ani 
Viscount Valentia. 


Question put, “That a number of 
Land Forces, not exceeding 221,300, all 
ranks, be maintained for the Service of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland at Home and Abroad, exclude 
ing His Majesty’s Indian Possessions, 
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during the year ending 
day of March, 1906.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 

Baird, John George Alexander 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch. 

Balfour, RtHn Gerald W( Leeds 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 

sanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Janner, John S. Harmood- 
sartley, Sir George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 

Beach, RtHn Sir Michael Hicks 
sentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Beownneaiee, Sir M. M. 

sionold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

singham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

30nd, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 


O 


Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) | 


Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir EdwardH. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A. (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook. Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 


| 
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on the 3lst | 


Noes, 161. 


AYES. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale. Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inverness B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick, S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 
= ville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Mara.of (Lond’n’rry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir James (Statis. N.W 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Favershain 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Ceorge 
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Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hon. Gee. 'T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph (Monim’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks. NR 
| Lee Arthur H.(Hants..Fareh’m 
Lees. Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower. FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas. Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

| Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M* Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinburgh W 
| Majendie, James A. H. 

| Malcolm, Ian 

| Manners, Lord Cecil 

| Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J. H(Dumtriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

| Montagu, Hon J Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William : 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
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Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt, Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Army 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, Jobn Williams 

Blake Edward 

Boland, Jobn 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

sright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon. Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Ellice,Capt.E.C.(S. Andr’s B’ghs 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


{COMMONS} 


| Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC.(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Tuff, Charles 
Vincent, Col Sir CEH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt Hn SirWilliam H. 


NOES. 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Danicl Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson EF. 
Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon. W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 





Estimates, 1905-5, 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt-Col. A C E (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Morley, Rt Hn John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir RThreshie (Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts. John H. (Denbighs.) 
Rebertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbt. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann. Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 
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Shipman. Dr. John G. Tillett, Louis John Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Slack, John Bamford | Tomkinson, James Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) | Toulmin, George Wilson, Fred. W (Norfolk, Mid 
Soares, Ernest J. Ure, Alexander | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) Woodhouse, SirJT (Huddersf’d 
Sullivan, Donal | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) Young, Samuel 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | Weir, James Galloway 

Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, E.) | White, George (Norfolk) TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr | White, Luke (York, E. R.) Wilfrid Lawson and Mr. 


Thomson, F W (York, W. R.) | Whiteley, George (York, W.R. Labouchere. 
Question put, “That a sum, not; Supplies and Clothing, which will come 
exceeding £4,630,000, be granted to/ in course of payment during the year 


His Majesty, to defray the Charge for! ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 259; Noes, 185. (Division List No. 92.) 


AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Coghill, Douglas Harry | Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Allsopp, Hon. George Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. | Gretton, John 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Greville, Hon. Donald 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. | Gook, Sir Frederick Lucas | Hain, Edward 
Arrol, Sir William Corbett, A. Gameron (Glasgow) | Hall, Edward Marshall 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H | Graig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. | Hambro, Charles Eric 
sagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Gross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton | Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’y) 


Bailey, James (Walworth) Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile | Hare, Thomas Leigh 

jain, Colonel James Robert Cubitt, Hon. Henry | Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Baird, John George Alexander | Dalrymple, Sir Charles | Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Balearres, Lord Davenport, William Bromley- | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Baldwin, Alfred Denny, Colonel | Heath, Sir J. (Statfords. N.W.) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r.) | Dickson, Charles Scott | Helder, Augustus 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. Sir J.C. | Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Banner, John S. Harmood- Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE | Hogg, Lindsay 

Bartley, Sir George C. T. Doughty, Sir George | Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- | Hoult, Joseph 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. Hicks | Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. Duke, Henry Edward | Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
signold, Sir Arthur Ellice,CaptE.C (S.Andrw’sBghs | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
sill, Charles Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | Hunt, Rowland 

Bingham, Lord Faber, George Denison (York) | Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Bond, Edward Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ (Mance’r) | Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH 
Boulnois, Edmund Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) | Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T. (Denbigh 
srassey, Albert Fisher, William Hayes | Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Fison, Frederick William | Kimber, Sir Henry 
Brotherton, Edward Allen FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) | Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon | Knowles, Sir Lees 

Bull, William James Flannery, Sir Fortescue | Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. Flower, Sir Ernest Laurie, Lieut-General 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow Forster, Henry William Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. | Foster, R. 8. (Warwick, S.W.) | Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Gardner, Ernest | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Cautley, Henry Strother Garfit, William | Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 





Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N. R. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) | Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William | Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’ts | Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) — | Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.(Wore. | Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Goschen, Hn. George Joachim | Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Chapman, Edward Goulding, Edward Alfred Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Clive, Gaptain Perey A. Graham, Henry Robert Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 








Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Diddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumtfriessh.) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Mor;eth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 





Mount, William Arth r 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nichelson, William Graham | 
Palmer, Sir Walter (S:lisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer { 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

sarran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, Jokn Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) — | 








{COMMONS} 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Xenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S, Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Estimates, 1905-6. 





Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) | 


Smith, H C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W.4F. D. (Strand) 


1s) 
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NO 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith. Ellis, J. 
Guest, Hn. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvi 
Harwood, George 
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Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Vincent, Col. SirCE. H(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (£xeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (‘Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W. H. (Yorks. 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLE S FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Velentia. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Partington, Oswald Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliife 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Paulton, James Mellor Tennant, Harold John 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
M‘Crae, George | Power, Patrick Joseph Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
M‘Kean, John | Price, Robert John Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald | Rea, Russell Tillett, Louis John 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin Reddy, M. Tomkinson, James 

Markham, Arthur Basil Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) Toulmin, George 

Mooney, John J. | Reid, Sir R.Threshie(Dumfries | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th) | Ure, Alexander 

Moss, Samuel Rickett, J. Compton Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Moulton, John Fletcher Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Murphy, John Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Nannetti, Joseph P. Robertson, Edmund (Dundee | Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Robson, William Snowdon Weir, James Galloway 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William Roche, John | White, George (Norfolk) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans toe, Sir Thomas | White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) | Rose, Charles Day | Whiteley, George (York, W.R 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) | Runciman, Walter | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Y Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Russell, T. W. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N | Seely, Maj. J. E B (IsleofWight | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


(Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | Shackleton, David James | Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
(Connor, John (Kildare, N. | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | Sheehy, David | Wilson, J. W(Worcestersh. N 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Shipman, Dr. John G. | Woodhouse, Sir J T( Huddersf’d 
O’ Dowd, John | Slack, John Bamford | Young, Samuel 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | Smith, Samuel (Flint) | Yoxall, James Henry 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N | Soares, Ernest J. 

O'Malley, William Spencer, Rt Hn C.R.(Northants | TELLERS FoR THE NoES—Mr 
0’ Mara, James | Stanhope, Hon. Philip James | Herbert Samuel and Mr. 
(yShaughnessy, P. J. Sullivan, Donal Bright. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; , at half-past Six “the Chairman shall 
‘ommittee to sit again to-morrow. forthwith put every Question neces- 
sary to dispose of Vote A and 
*Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE-| Vote 7 of the Army KEstimates in 
‘ARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A.| Committee.” Similar words were in 
\cLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- | operation when the Chairman put the 
‘on) moved to report progress. | Motion to report the Resolution to the 
| House a few days ago. Was it not 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifix) said he | now necessary to report the Resolution 
understood that no dilatory Motion | to the House and to put the Motion. 
could be taken until the business of 
Supply had been dealt with. *Tue CHAIRMAN : I put that Question 
on a former occasion because the then 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: What the House Resolution was the last which came 
ordered was that no dilatory Motion | within the Ways and Means Resolution ; 
could be received ‘‘on that Business” | and because it concluded the set of 
—that “ Business’ constituting the Busi- | Resolutions dealing with 1904. When 
ness to which this Order relates. That | the last Resolution dealing with 1905 
has now been disposed of. is reached then I will put the Question 
| that I report the Resolution. 
Mr. WHITLEY said that the guillo- | 
tine Resolution referred to the whole| Mr. BUCHANAN said that this was 
Business, which would not end until | the last stage of the Resolutions for the 
ensuing year. 


: * 1 i; Theos avec i 
‘Tus CHAIRMAN: I do not take| /#® CHAIRMAN: These are only one 


‘ | or two Resolutions. There may be many 
the view of the hon. Gentleman. ‘‘ That | haan : : 


Business ” referred to in the Order is 
now concluded. Mr. BUCHANAN: Not this year. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.)| *TaHe CHAIRMAN: Yes. These Reso- 
said that the Order stated that | jutions are the Resclutions for 1905-6. 


VOL. CXLIII. [Fourrn Sertes.] o K 


e'even o’clock to-morrow night. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
this was the last Resolution for 1905-6 
they would take this year; and, there- 
fore, they thought the Question was 
necessary. 


Free Imports and 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that Mr. Speaker 
had ruled that there could be no dilatery 
Motion until the whole business had 
been concluded. He himself was pre- 
vented from making two bites at a cherry 
for that reason. 


*Tuoe CHAIRMAN: We have com- 
pleted the business for this sitting. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 


sud that if the Committee referred 
to the guillotine rule it would be 
found that the words were that 


‘““no Business other than Business of 
Supply shall be taken.” That was not 
merely Supply within the guillotine 
Resolution. The Army and Navy Votes 
were down for consideration; and the 
Supply to be taken was not limited to 
that governed by the guillotine Resolu- 
tion. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER pointed 
out that when Mr. Speaker gave that 
ruling the business of the Committee had 
not been completed. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I am_ sorry 
I was not here to hear the ruling of 
Mr. Speaker. I think the circumstances 
must have been different. I have given 
this question my best judgment and I 
am sorry if I am at variance with the 
ruling of Mr. Speaker. 


And, there being no further Business 
set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
Speaker left the Chair until this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SOUTH OXFORDSHIRE WATER 
BILL (By OrpeER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


AND GAS 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Bill to insert pro- 


{COMMONS} 
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Shipping Trade. 


visions for the compulsory supply of 
water in bulk by meter for agricultural 
and trade purposes at a reasonable rate 
and under reasonable conditions, pro 
vided that such supply does not entail 
any further increase of capital than 
that provided for in the Bill.—(Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


FREE IMPORTS AND SHIPPING 
TRADE. 


Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 


‘ shire) said he thought it important that 


the House should have an opportunity of 
discussing the effects of tariffs on our 
shipping industry at a time when many 
people in this country seemed ready to 
throw to the winds that fiscal system 
which had during the past fifty years 
benefited our shipping trade beyond all 
others, and who seemed to fail to realise 
that the shipping trade was the one 
industry which had the most to lose by 
the imposition of tariffs. In no depart- 
ment of trade had we more cogent 
examples of the baneful effect of tariffs, 
privileges, and restrictious of all kinds 
than in the history of the great ship- 
owning industry. Free trade had given 
our shipbuilders access to the cheapest 
and best materials in the world. Tariffs 
must increase the cost of shipbuilding by 
adding both to the cost of material and 
wages. They had done so in America ; 
they must do so here. The result in 
America had been to inflict great injury 
to their shipping industry, which at one 
time promised to rival that of this country. 
Who would say that tariffs were likely to 
increase the quantity of cargo to be 
carried ? It had been pretty conclusively 
proved that the effect of all tariffs was to 
restrict trade and reduce both production 
and consumption. Let them remember, 
too, that tariffs begot tariffs, and to be 
effectual they must ever increase. 


What advantage had tariffs been to 
American shipowners? In the early 
sixties the ships of the United States 
tilled the ports otf England and France. 
The Stars and Stripes were seen jostling 
the Union Jack in every harbour of 
Europe, and the Ba'timore clippers 
were the pride of the ports. Where were 
all those vessels now ? Swept from the 
face of the waters as the tariff-reformers 
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opposite had been swept from the House | free trade and in particular had our 


of Commons. Protection and tariffs had 
destroyed them, and enabled free-trade 
England to drive them from the harbours 
of the world. Contrast the decline of the 
American carrying trade with the wonder- 
ful prosperity of our own under free trade. 
Tn 1870 we owned 5,690,789 tons; in 
1902, 10,054,770 tons, without counting 
ships owned in the Colonies. He did not 
know whether, when the right hon. 
Gentleman tor West Birmingham visited 
Liverpool, he brought an unprejudiced 
eve to bear upon the spectacle of that 
great city. Lf so, he would have seen 
in its fine streets and great buildings and 
its wharves and docks and floating palaces 
a cloud ot witnesses to the fruitful effects 
of free trade. There, on the banks of 
the Mersey, had grown up one of the 
finest cities of the Empire, a city 
which had grown up with the growth 
of our great shipping industry. During 
the course of his speeches there the 
right hon. Gentleman vainly endea- 
voured to reassure those who foresaw in 
protection the certain decline and down- 
fall of that great industry. He might as 
well have tried to prove that the sun and 
stars would shine in the heavens at the 
same time. The Liverpool shipping, 
indeed the nation’s shipping industry, 
had grown with its carrying trade, which 
in its turn had grown for the sole and 
simple reason that Great Britain placed 
no check on the free flow of imports 
and exports. Ever since the United 
States drifted into protection her carry- 
ing trade had dwindled, and her shipping 
industry with it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man knew, of course, that the same thing 
must happen in this country, that our 
busy and crowded harbours would grow 
silent and deserted, and that the Union 
Jack, that now waved on every sea and 
to every breeze that blew, would grow 
a rarer and rarer spectacle on the great 
ocean highways. He knew, of course, 
that no towns would be more severely 
hit by protection than Liverpool and 
Birkenhead. Yet he tried to divert the 
thoughts of the Liverpool people by the 
suggestion that we might renew the 
navigation laws. Renew the navigation 
laws! What a mad suggestion! Why, 
we had achieved our present commercial 
Superiority entirely since our fathers 


adopted the principles and practice of 


shipping trade prospered enormously 
since we renounced the monopolies and 
privileges, and freed ourselves from the 
shackles of the old navigation laws in 
1849; and yet this was the gentleman 
who said he wished to see this country 
part of a great Empire, united, strong, 
and prosperous. Well, he was not alone 
in that wish. Where they differed was as 
to the paths that led to prosperity, and 
as to the forms by which unity might 
best be preserved and consolidated. 


It seemed to him that the first round of 
this fiscal fight, or fight of free imports 
in the country, had gone badly against 
the right hon. Gentleman. He had won 
nothing ; he had brought powerful 
adherents to the camp of his enemies, 
and succeeded in shattering the unity 
of his friends; he had lost them seats 
and lost them credit; he had not im- 
proved the Prime Minister’s position or 
furthered his career. Indeed, his dis- 
regard of the Prime Minister’s difficulties 
gave the measure of his political methods 
in the inroads he had made on comrade- 
ship, Party ties, and plain national in- 
terests. What could be clearer than that 
the nation wanted rest after the war ? 
But rest did not suit the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s book—with repose came reflection ; 
and the right hon. Gentleman’s last chance 
had been to keep up the unreal, heated 
atmosphere of the war. However, he 
was glad to think that great advantages 
to the Liberal cause had accrued from 
the right hon. Gentleman’s breach, not 
only with the ablest and most experi- 
enced of his old colleagues, but with the 
flower of young Toryism and Unionism. 
If he had lost them, the men of the future, 
they had also no place in the Prime 
Minister’s temporary encampment. The 
Unionist Party was split asunder on 
the most profound political differences 
that could divide a Party. The Prime 
Minister had told them that the question 
of free trade and protection would not 
be the issue at the next election. That 
was the same voice that told them in the 
1900 election that the only question 
before the country was the war in South 
Africa. It was hardly wise to play that 
game again quite so soon. 

‘You may fool all the people some of the 


time, and some of the people all the time, but 
you can t fool all the people all the time.” 


3K 2 
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The question of free trade or protection 
was not one that could be left open for a 
number of years, to be decided in a series 
of general elections, for all the world like 
a course of economic lectures. It must 
be settled at once. There was not a man 
inside or outside the House of Commons 
to-day who did not know that, come when 
it may, it would be not a defeat but a 
rout of Toryism. Under these cireum- 
stances, the position that the free-trade 
Unionists had taken up seemed to him 
inexplicable. Place and power, or any 
hopes of them, were gone irretrievably. 
Yet each man seemed to hope to save 
himself, and that hope but enfeebled 
his attachment to a Leader who was 
making his return to Parliament daily 
more impossible. Had they had the 
courage of their convictions, instead 
of being induced to vote on a false issue, 
on a mere quibble, which in their heart of 
hearts they must have despised, they 
could at any time during the last two 
years have ended with one blow the 
miserable dance of insincerity which was 
playing havoc with English trade and 
dividing English society. They could 
have ended the insolent farce of the 
Tariff Commission, with its self-appointed 
inquiry and its absurd Reports. They 
could then have shown that they really 
counted for something in politics. The 
Duke of Devonshire had long since 
given them a strong and emphatic lead. 
Surely they must see that if they con- 
tinued the course of action they had 
hitherto maintained they would be 
ground to pieces between two Parties, 
and in the end, if not consigned to 
oblivion, at least go on adding to the 
burden of shame and failure with which 
they would have to meet the electors. 
The right hon. Member for West Bir- 
mingham, in a letter he wrote to the 
Member for Dulwich, once more told 
them that the Empire was “ trembling 
in the balance,’ and that unless Great 
Britain taxed her food and her imports 
for the benefit of the Colonies, an 
‘‘inevitable separation of interests will weaken 
if not entirely destroy the bonds between us.”’ 

This was the very ecstasy of separatist 
despair. There was no foundation for it 
whatever. The right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham’s want of faith in the 
Imperial connection had been repudiated 
nowhere so warmly as in Canada, on 


Mr. Osmond Williams. 
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whose behalf the crusade was started. 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier said— 

‘There are parties who hope to maintain the 
British Empire upon lines of restricted trade. 
If the British Empire is to be maintained, it 
can only be upon the most absolute freedom, 
political and commercial.” 

Other colonising nations had tried to 
hold their Colonies as their peculiar 
preserves. England gave hers freedom 
and self-government. Surely that alone 
was enough to show what an entirely 
different front the British Empire would 
present to the world if it disestablished 
its free-trade policy and substituted that 
of the ring fence. Yet in the face of all 
this the right hon. Gentleman asked for 
a mandate to destroy that fiscal system 
which had made this country the market 
of the world, and to enter upon a policy 
that would bring us into ruinous contact 
with other countries and dissolve the 
ties of Empire. Instead of taxing the 
food of the people in the interest of 
Canadian farmers, who did not contribute 
a penny to our enormous burdens, and 
who would brook no interference with 
their own affairs, we should free the land 
and tax Jand values for the benefit of our 
large towns and our great municipalities. 
Instead of killing our industries by a 
cut-throat retaliation we should fight 
foreign competition with the only real 
weapon of Germany and America—edu- 
cation, free, national, unsectarian. 
Instead of protecting the trust-mongers, 
we should assure to labour the restitu- 
tion of those elementary rights which 
Parliament gave and the Courts of law 
had taken away. With such policy at 
home, and the fulfilment of our moral 
obligations abroad, the avoidance of 
anti-foreign feeling and mischievous alli- 
ances, they might even build up the Em- 
pire on a deeper and firmer foundation. 
Our Colonies were not to be bought by 
bribes of gold, but by faith and pride in 
the Motherland, which was just and free 
and had the strength that came from 
those great and glorious attributes. 


*CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) said a fortnight ago, in rising 
to second such a Resolution as that pro- 
posed by the hon. Member for Merioneth 
he should probably have thovght it 
courteous to his Leader and fair to the 





House to have made a reference to the 
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fact that he had to take a prominent 
position in doing something not in 
accordance with the whip which he had 
received in the morning. It was not now 
necessary. Changed circumstances had 
made it easier, as far as his feelings 
were concerned; his opening sentences, 
as originally penned, had, he was afraid, 
been blown to the winds by the deter- 
mination taken by the Leader of the 
House, a determination which he agreed 
with many of his friends might have 
been taken long ago, and they in the 
House were now free to get the reasoned 
opinion of the Members, opinions 
which the Leader of the House long 
ago gave them to understand they were 
at any rate at liberty to hold. The 
country learnea last week and last night 
what the opinion of those who cared 
sifficiently to stay in the House was 
on the general question of fiscal reform, 
but, if he recollected aright, the Prime 
Minister made some rather  slighting 
allusions to the general nature of the 
discussion, and appeared to think that 
time was being very much wasted. He 
agreed with him as little as he agreed 
with the hon. Member for East Fife, 
who thought that at any rate in the 
country enough had been said on the 
sul ject. Free-traders must not underrate 
their opponents, but must keep alert and 
energetic for a long time tocome. At the 
same time be quite appreciated what the 
Prime Minister said as to the disadvantage 
of a general discussion, and so he was 
more than pleased that it had fallen to 
his lot to second a Resolution which 
left the general and entered into the 
particular. They were now discussing 
the effect of import duties, not in the 
abstract, but in the concrete, not as 
they affected the country as a whole, 
but as they affected one or two trades 
in particular. Many of them still be- 
lieved that it was necessary to educate 
the House and the country, so that they 
might realise the effect that any inter- 
ference with our established fiscal system 
might have upon trades of gigantic 
importance to our well-being. 


The hon. Member whomeved the Motion 
had thoroughly thrashed out the question 
as far as he had gone, and he had only 
a very few thoughts to add. He had 
carefully examined the position, on 
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the pros and cons of the question he 
had reasoned with himself and he had 
come to the conclusion that under no 
consideration could good accrue to ship- 
ping and its kindred industries of ship- 
building and engineering, and almost 
as certainly harm would result; and he 
would like to put a question to that 
most brilliant advocate of protection, 
his hon. friend the Secretary for the 
Board of Trade, and ask him to answer 
with that honesty he always showed 
when he was expressing his opinion on 
this or any other subject—did he, as 
an experienced man of business, one 
who had had to do in the great city of 
Glasgow with shipowning as well as 
shipbuilding, did he or did he not be- 
lieve that these trades were bound to 
suffer, or at any rate could get no good 
from a change of our system? Some 
Gentlemen in the House might be aston- 
ished that they had in this Resolution 
taken not only shipping, but itskindred in- 
dustries ; but in that they were justified. 


Shipping Trade. 


They could not consider a workman 
apart from the tools he used; they 


could not consider a trade apart from 
its instruments of operation. Handicap 
a trade by fiscal regulations, when it 
depended entirely upon such raw 
materials as untaxed maize, cotton, or 
wool, and they would doubtless do it 
some harm; but handicap a_ trade 
whose raw material was an article every 
piece of which would be injuriously 
affected itself by a system of import 
duties, and a double wrong was com- 
mitted, even if the industry was not 
actually ruined. He remembered a very 
pertinent inquiry made by the right bon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham—aAre all other nations fools ? Carlyle 
once made an allegation from which he 
obviously meant to exclude himself, and 
they could guess what he would have 
said if he had been alive now. But he 
welcomed that saying, because it gave 
them a direct invitation for debating 
this question, not only on the point of 
reason, where they prevailed, but from 
analogy, where they were in even as 
strong a position. 


Let them take a few figures, and only a 
very few, showing the position occupied 
by this country now and in former years, 
and the position occupied by countries 
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which had adopted protection, and then 
let them judge of what the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposals would mean 
to this country. They found that the 
great free-trade nations in shipping and 
its kindred industries were two in number 
—Germany and ourselves, with Norway 
following up in a similar way. Germany 
had no restriction of her coasting trade, 
no duty on ships or shipbuilding material, 
and therefore stood with Great Britain 
side by side in the argument. France, 
Italy, Austria, America, and Russia, all 
the great exponents of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s policy, whom he evidently 
intended to exclude from the Carlyle 
characterisation, restricted the trade on 
their coasts, charged, generally speaking, 
duties on ships and materials, and all 
paid large subsidies, much larger in pro- 
portion than Germany, which again paid 
much less in proportion to ourselves, and, 
like ourselves, only for services rendered. 
He had obtained for greater accuracy a 
few figures from a registry—Lloyd’s in 
fact—of the comparative tonnage of the 
world, and he was not including the 
Colonies ; he took Great Britain per se. 
In 1900 13,000,000 tons represented 
Britain ; 2,500,000 the United States ; 
2,500,000 Germany ; 1,250,000 France ; 
and under 1,000,000 Italy, Spain and 
Russia. From 1900 to 1904 the net gain to 
Britain had been more than 1,900,000 tons, 
allowing for discarding of all old vessels ; 
for the United States, including the Great 
Lxkes and restricted coasting trade the 
growth had been 1,200,000 tons; in 
Germany, which had no great lakes, 
which had no protected coast, and which 
had to compete like ourselves with all the 
rest of the world, the growth had been no 
less than about 35 per cent., or 800,000 
tons; France. on the other hand, with all 
the terrible subsidies she paid, reaching 
in the case of building to almost as much 
in the way of subsidy as an East Coast 
builder here got for the bigger part of a 
ship’s price, had only managed to struggle 
o» from 1,240,000 tons to 1,600,000 ; 
Jtaly was only 180 tons over a million ; 
Spain had only gained 164,000 tons ; and 
Russia had only risen from 643,000 tons 
to 809,000 tons. The slow process of 
dissolution of this great Empire which 
had been going on should have made 
itself apparent in the most sensitive 
trade we had, namely, that of shipown- 


Colonel Denny. 


{COMMONS} 





1616 


Shipping Trade. 


ing. There had been change, but not in 
the direction indicated by the right hen. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham, and there never would be so long 
as the great shipping trade was givea 
freedom. 
Where did 


it stand to gain by a 
protectionist policy? If the right hon. 
Gentleman were successful he would 
stop the import of manufactured goods 
into this country, and therefore foreigners 
would be unable to take our goods in re- 
payment, so that we should lose both 
coming and going. If he were successful, 
the colonial preference scheme also was 
an illusion, because we had been plainly 
told by colonial ministers that the last 
thing they contemplated was an increase 
of British imports into any of the Colonies. 
On the other hand, shipowners stood to 
lose by the increase in the price of their 
tools. Any man in America would say, 
if asked, that he paid 30 per cent. more 
for his ships than we did, and that it 
cost him 50 per cent. more to run them. 
Then there were the Colonies. What did 
we pay in the Colonies to a stoker/ A 
common fireman on board a colonial 
vessel earned as much in a month as 
many a second engineer on board a 
British steamer. £9 a month was the pay 
of a fireman in a fair-sized steamer in 
the Colonies. And why could that be 
maintained ? Simply because protective 
legislation had come in, which insisted 
that no foreign vessel, which included a 
Britisher, not registered in the Colonies 
should trade from one port to another in 
the Colonies without coming under the 
same restrictions in every sense as the 
local-owned colonial vessel. 


As to the effect of the rise in the price of 
tools, what would be the result to the ship- 
builder? He might give an instance. 
Some little time ago he was asked to 
write an article for a review upon the 
effect of tariff reform on shipbuilding, and 
the first things he looked for were facts, 
so he made an examination into the 
costs in various countries. Some coun- 
tries were out of it. Russia, for example, 
with all the raw material that the good- 
ness of God could confer on a country, 
with a population who would welcome the 
wages paid by us to the lowest class 
labourer as something beyond the 
dreams of avarice, had yet been unable 
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to establish anything but Govern- 
ment shipbuilding yards in her country. 
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the Member for Greenwich. Unionist 
free-tradershad had a rough time but many 


Spain, which country had been making | had had a much rougher time than he 


great efforts lately to increase her mer- 
cantile marine by purchase, was still un- 


had. He could not accuse the tariff- 
reformers of great hostility in Scotland. 


able to supply her wants from her own | He had no reason to complain of them ; he 
factories, We drew the most of the raw | had equally no reason to complain of his 


materials from Spain with which we made | Liberal friends. 


He was not opposed 


the pig-iron and plates for our ships; we | by a tariff-reformer; he was opposed 
drew our copper from Spain, our lead| by an orthodox Liberal, and he had no 
from Spain; and Spain took her ships | 


from us. France, with subsidies for the 
mere building of a ship equal to the bigger 
part of the price of a ship in this country, 
was unable to compete. Why ? Because 
every ounce of their raw material was pro- 


right to grumble. He still held certain 
Unionist principles; he still held, with 
the noble Lord, that a large portion of 


‘the future of the country rested in the 


tected, and they were unable to buy their | 
material at prices which would allow | 
them to build for anything but a sub- | 


sidised or premium-paying line. 
as for America, that country which, 


if the Creator could in any way be lavish, | 


he had certainly not forgotten, where 


they made [more pig-iron, drew more | 
ore, brought up more coal, had more | 
immigrants of the best possible class, | 


than any country in the world, was 
unable to touch us by 30 to 40 per cent. 
And why ? 
not always philanthropists ; 
though a man might give many chari- 


And | 


| casualties in 


hands of the Unionist Party when that 
Party had been purged of a disease 
which he hoped was only superficial, 
and had not yet struck its roots deep 
into the flesh. If they could do that, 
as the noble Lord said, what did a few 
the rank and file of the 
Party matter, so long as they could get 
leaders capable and sound at heart. 
Might he venture to appeal to the Prime 
Minister, their Leader, if he would really 
be so. Could he fail to be convinced 


‘now that loyalty to a respected, but, 


Because manufacturers were | 
because 


table donations with the one hand, he | 
was taking with the other money he had | 


ground out of his unfortunate fellow- 
subjects. 
tie figures which he obtained within one 


The following were the authen- | 


week from various parts of the world. | 


We were paying for steel plates in Glasgow 
on @ given day in the month of July, 
1903, £5 7s. 6d. 
Coast of England at that date was 
£5 12s. 6d. By arrangement with a 
celebrated German firm he 
from them the price they were .paying 
at that date, viz., £5 13s. 7d.; also by 


The price on the East, 


he thought, mistaken colleague could be 
carried so far as to menace the existence 
of a great Party ¢ Would he not come 
out from among these old friends who 
had contracted this mania, and lead the 
remnant of the Party which was free 
from it If he would do so, the demo- 
cratic Conservative Party, now momen- 
tarily divorced from the people, might 
again become the Party of the people, 
under a Leader any one might be proud 
to follow. Present sacrifices for some 
of them might be future gain for all; 
they must take their chance of that. 


| But he did entreat his fellow-countrymen 


obtained | 


arrangement, which was a little difficult | 


to carry out, but which was successful, 
he obtained from a reliable source in 
America what steelmakers were charging 


for the same article at the same time, | 
and it was no less than £8 15s. He| 


would leave the matter to the House ; 


in fact, he would be willing to leave it. 
to the Secretary of the Board of Trade. | 


Did he or did he not recommend this 
alteration, and, if he did not, why not 4 


He would conclude by making a small | 
allusion to the speech of his noble friend 


to pause and consider as to whether 
any evils that might have been with 
them in the past, and might touch them 
in the future, should be met, not by a 
resort to an artificial stimulus appealing 
directly to the most selfish of man’s 
instincts, but by the exercise of indivi- 
dual ability and hard work, which had 
brought this country, with free trade, 
to where she now was, and which, with 
enthusiastic co-operation between em- 
ployers and employed added, would 
maintain her in that position if those 
canons were not violated. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘That, in the opinion of this House, 
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grave injury would be caused to the 
shipping industry and to other industries 
dependent thereon by the adoption of 
the changes in the existing fiscal system 
proposed by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham.’’—- 
(Mr. Osmend Williams.) 


Free Imports and 





*Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he had not intended to 
take part in the debate, but after the 
speech just delivered he wished to say a 
few words not in any way as represent- 
ing shipping Members generally, but as 
speaking on behalf of his own constituency 
and himself personally. The Shipping 
Committee had held a meeting that 
afternoon and the general feeling was 
that it was undesirable to take part 
in the debate. The admirable and really 
eloquent speech of the seconder of the 
Resolution was the best presentation 
ot the case of the opponents of tariff 
reform he had heard, but it was very 
largely an argument based on false pre- 
mises. A great deal had been said by 
the hon. Member for the Kilmarnock 
Burghs, as well as by other speakers 
and writers, of the state of shipbuilding 
in the United States, the decay of which 
they, somewhat absurdly, attributed to 
protection. What they had forgotten 
was that the United States as regards 
shipbuilding was in reality a free-trade 
country, 


*CoLonEL DENNY : I forgot to men- 
tion the question of drawbacks. I did 
know about the question of drawbacks 
in the United States, but they do not 
work, 


*Mr. DAVID MACIVER said there was 
a good deal which his hon. friend had 
emitted to state, but which he would 
endeavour to explain in as clear terms as 
_he could. The United States Tariff Act 
expres-ly provided that all duties levied 
upon importations of shipbuilding ma 
terials should be given back in the 
shape of drawback in respect of vessels 
built in the United States for foreign 
trade and for their coasting trade be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific — ports. 


The effect was that practically all duties 
were given back except in the case of 
vessels tor the like service, and the near 
coasting trade. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. REA (Gloucester) : Then why do 
not they build the ships / 


*Mr DAVID MACIVER said that the 
cost of labour was very much higher in 
America. The country was prosperous. 
and men would not work for the wares 
which were current in this country. 
Shipbuilding artisans in the United 
States got 40 to 50 per cent. more wages 
than was paid here for similar work. 
Americans also could not operate ships as 
cheaply as we could in this country, be- 
cause they were obliged by law to have 
a certain proportion of their crew and all 
their certificated officers American sub- 
jects. No doubt American sbipowners 
had to pay higher wages just as American 
shipbuilders had to do, but the actual 
materials could be imported from this 
country or the Continent free of duty. 
They imported very little; but that was 
only because their own steel manufac- 
turers were wise enough to give them 
special terms which made it cheaper 
to buy at home. His hon. friend the 
Member for the Kilmarnock Burghs 
was a shipbuilder of great eminence, 
but he had rather a speciality. He 
built splendid turbine steamers and 
high-class passenger boats, but he did 
not build to any large extent the class 
of vessels commonly used for carrying 
cargoes generally throughout the world. 
The hon. Member numbered amongst 
his clients a great foreign company— 
the Austrian-Lloyd. He did not say 
that that had any great eflect on the 
hon. Member’s views, but it was an 
indication that he had certain foreign 
clients. The interests of foreign cleints 
were not always these of the people of 
this country. 


*CoLonEL DENNY: We have not 
built a ship for the Austrian-Lloyd 
Company for fifteen vears. 


*Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he was 
sorry to hear that, because he remen- 
bered the day when the hon. Member's 
firm used to build them all. He re- 
membered the day also when the vessels 
of the Hamburg-American Company were 
built on the Clyde, but now that business 
had gone away. The mover of the 
Resolution spoke of American ship- 
building, and drew a picture of the 
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magnificent fleet of fAmerican — ships 
in days gone by, which had been swept 
from the seas. He ascribed that to 
protection, but as a matter of fact pro- 
tection had nothing whatever to do with 
it. 


Free Imports and 


Mr. OSMOND WILUIAMS: It had 


everything to do with it. 


*\VIrk. DAVID MACIVER said that the 
cause was the change from wood to iron. 
The magnificent fleet of American ships 
to which the mover of the Resolution 
referred had been built under protection 
and owed its existence to cheap timber; 
hut when timber gave place to iron the 
whole circumstances were altered. A 
vreat deal had been said about Liver- 
pool. 


The hon. Gentleman who moved 
tle Resolution spoke as if he thought 
i.iverpool shipowners generally sym- 
paithised with his views. He held in his 
hand a document which was issued on 
the authority of the Liverpool branch 


ot the Tariff Reform League. It was 
not without interest to the House, 
because it contained the names of 


those Liverpool shipowners who were 
directly and officially connected with 
the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
tian the Member for West Birmingham. 
The president was Sir Alired Jones, the 
chairman Mr. J. H. Welsford, and 
the executive included Mr. Aubrey 
Brocklebank, Mr. Arthur Cook, Mr. 
R. W. Leyland, and himself, and 
amongst the names on the general 
committee were Mr. Collard and Mr. 
Seckett Hall, all well-known shipowners. 
Mr. Beckett Hill was a partner in the 
firm of Allan Brothers & Co., and was 
chairman last year of the Liverpool 
Steamship Owners’ Association, Mr. 
Collard was a partner in the firm of 
Kk. P. Houston & Co., and was the previous 
chairman of the Liverpool Steamship 
Owners’ Association. He had got the 
names of all the shipowners in Liver- 
pool, and there were only five or six 
amongst the whole number holding 
Views other than of perfect accord 
with the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham. They were many of 
them even financial supporters of the 
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views of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
shipowners to whom he had referred 
made their living out of carrying the pro- 
duce of the manufacturers of the country. 
Anything for the good of the manu- 
facturers of the country—and therefore 
of the people—was, they believed, to the 
interest of the shipowner, because if 
hostile tariffs were broken down and our 
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export trade could be increased, ship- 
owners would have more to carry. 
Nearly all of those shipowners who 


were engaged in the carriage of general 
earzo believed that Mr. Chamberlain’s 
proposals would tend to increase the 
carrving trade of the country, and be 
better for shipping. But why were 
some shipowners of a different opinion 4 
At a recent deputation from the 
coal trade to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with referenve to the shilling 





a ton duty it was stated that 80 
per cent. of the entire exports of 
this country consisted of coal. That 


meant that four-fifths of the shipping, 
so far as exports were concerned, had 
nothing to do with the manufactures of 
the country. Shipowners engaged in 
that business were not interested either 
one way or the other in the export 
trade as far as manufactures were 
concerned. The improvement of our 
export trade in manufactured goods 
would not benefit them. They never 
carried anything except coal; and their 
business interests were not the same 
as the business interest of the ship- 
owners of Liverpool. He might go further 
and say that many vessels sailing out 
of Liverpool were not British steamers. 
| They sailed under the British flag, but 
belonged to an American combine. He 
believed the Member for Gloucester, to 
| whose information and that of the Mem- 
| ber for Dewsbury the mover had acknow- 
'ledged himself in part indebted, had 
| considerable business interests in carrying 
| coa's for such a combine. He did not 
say that those interests were anything 
but the most legitimate, but they were 
not the same as the ordinary interests 
of shipowners in this country. Ship- 
owners in the coal trade were not 
affected by the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birminghem, and their views in regard 
questions depended mainly 








upon their politics. 
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House with figures, but he wished to| These were only two out of several 


give his authority for what he had | 
stated, and whenever it was possible | 
he preferred to appeal to the authority | 
of his political opponents. The gentle- | 
man he would call as witness was | 
Mr. John Williamson, brother of the | 
late Mr. Stephen Williamson, well | 
known to many hon. Members as the 
much - respected Member for the Mon- 
trose Burghs, who had made a careful 
study of the exports of this country. 
According to statistics compiled by 
Mr. J. Williamson and explained by 
him in a paper read before the Chamber | 
of Shipping at their annual meeting in | 
London last year, there had been no | 
real increase in the volume of our 
exports in the last twenty years with | 
the exception of the trade in coal. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Rezis) 
asked if the exports included ships. 


*Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he re- 
ferred to manufactured goods carried 
in ships, and in these there had as 
regards volume been a_ diminution, 
while the export coal trade had enor- | 
mously increased. That statement had | 
support in the returns of exports and 
imports upon which dues had been 
paid to the Mersey Docks and Harbour | 
Board. The trade of the port of Liver- | 
pool showed an enormous increase | 
last year as compared with previous | 
years in every item of receipts except | 
one, and that was the export of manu- 
factured goods. 
Liverpool received about £15,000 more 
in respect of dock and town dues 
upon imports than in 
year; while the amount received in 
respect of dock and town dues upon 
exports was £1,100 less. With re- 
ference to the point raised by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn in regard to 
ships, he had not actual figures, but 
he was certain we had not the pre- 
eminence in shipbuilding for foreign 
nations that we used to have. <A 
list of the 178 steamers of the Ham- 
burg-American Company, in which 
were included some of the finest 
vessels in the world, and of the North- 


would give an indication of the success 


Mr. David Mclver, 


the previous | 


great and admirably managed German 
shipping companies; nor were our 
German friends our only competitors. 
Hon. Members had only to go to the 
reading room and take up the adver- 
tising sheet of The Times to get some 
idea of what these foreign ships were 
doing. We had still got a pre-eminence 
in coal carrying, but our pre-eminence 
in all other respects had entirely gone. 
It had gone to protectionist countries, 
who were beating our manufacturers 
out of the field, not through any fault of 
our manufacturers, but because their 
rivals had a larger market, because they 
had a protected home market, and were 


able thereby to quote lower prices for 


the export market. Our shipowners 
so far as the best class of shipping was 
concerned, were suffering with our manu- 
facturers. We were being beaten, and 
well beaten, upon every one of the great 


‘trade routes; and in every part of the 


world, Our carrying trade was going 
from us by reason of our insane per- 
sistence in this free import system, 
because we had not taken the reason- 
able means—protection if they liked— 
to retain our hold on that trade, be- 


/cause we had not yet adopted the policy 
|of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for West Birmingham. He was quite 
sure we must adopt that policy, if this 
country was to regain her position. 


He thought it was a great misfortune 


| that fiscal questions should have become 
adh aaa ls aac a Party questions, because not only the 
ast year , [iarntnonnces : 
ek. I | Unionist Party, but the whole common 


/sense of the people of this country had 


to be converted betore they could adopt 
the new fiscal proposals. He was giad 
to see his hon. friend the Member for the 
Flint Boroughs in his place, because there 
was a book published a couple of years 
ago, before fiscal questions became Party 
questions, from which he would like to 
quote a few passages to the House, The 
book was entitled “ My Life Work, by 
Samuel Smith, M.P.,” and Mr, Smith 
wrote this— 

“IT may take this opportunity of saying that 
I believe a great change has passed over this 


| country en the question of free trade... . 
| All nations except our own have gone in an 


German Lloyd Fleet of 152 steamers, | 


opposite direction. The United States and our 


| Colonies have flourished exceedingly under a 
| contrary policy. 


None but idealegues would 
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now accuse the American people, the shrewdest 
on earth, of being blind to their own interest. 
It is a matter of common knowledge that no 
nation since the world began has advanced with 
such rapidity in wealth and commerce as the 
United States in the past fifty years; yet it 
has increasingly adopted a protective policy. 
Our exports to that country are not more than 
they were fifty vears ago, while we now import 
three or four times as much, and the balance of 
trade between us and the United States shows 
some £119,000,000 a year in their favour! The 
mere strumming upon the shibboleths of Cobden 
and Bright—true at the time they were uttered 
—will not save us, and a fresh survey of the 
whole industrial situation is absolutely neces- 
sary.” 

That was written by an hon. Mem- 
ber who had recently been busy in 
Wales talking free trade and elec- 
tioneering with the hon. Member for 
the Carnarvon Boroughs. He thanked 
the House for listening so patiently 
to his remarks, and he thought he 
had said enough to show the hollow- 
ness and absurdity of the contention 
that the shipping industrv of this country 
in any way benefited under the free im- 
port system. 


*Mr. REA said that anybody who 
was acquainted with the shipping 
trade of the port of Liverpool would 
not have been very much struck with 
the statement made by the hon. 
Member who had just sat down. With 
regard to the list of names which had 
heen produced by the hon. Member 
tor Liverpool, such « Member would 
have been much more struck with the 
names which did not appear on that 
list than with the names which did 
appear there. He was sorry that the 
hon. Member had mentioned his name 
in connection with the American com- 
bine, because he had nothing whatever 
to do with it. When that combine was 
formed it was an international concern, 
but the ownership was held in a_pre- 
ponderating degree in this country. 
Since the formation of that line the 
founder of it had disappeared, and 
the American president had disappeared, 
The sole control and management 
of that great combine was now in 
this country, and it was to-day as 
much an English concern as any other 
concern in the port of Liverpool or the 
port of London. The hon. Member for 
Kirkdale spoke of American shipbuild- 
ing as being carried on under equal con- 
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ditions with this country because they 
were able to import their materials free 
by law. But why did they not do so? 
Witness after witness before the Com- 
mission held in Washington gave evidence 
to the effect that this concession 
was absolutely illusory. Although the 
American shipbuilders could import 
materials for shipbuilding free by law, 
their hands were so tied by conditions 
that thev could not import freely for 
their industry the different materials 
which by law they were permitted to im- 
port. 

The argument that we were falling 
behind in the general shipping trade of 
the world was answered perfectly easily. 
Speaking at Liverpool, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham took a period of ten years, and, in- 
cluding Japan, he erroneously made out 
that the increase of British tonnage was 
not as great as the increase of foreign 
tonnage. If they excluded Japan, the 
figures for Great Britain alone, excluding 
the Colonies, were much larger than the 
figures for the rest of the world. ‘The 
figures were now available for another 
vear. In that year we had added to our 
registered tonnage 450,000 tons, and all 
the rest of the world, including Japan, 
but excluding Russia, because the figures 
for that country were not available, had 
added only 400,000 tons. The shipping 
trade was absolutely the greatest trade 
in this country. Its gross turnover was 
equal to that of our great railway system 
—namely, a trifle over £100,000,000, He 
did not mean to say that in regard to the 
amount of capital invested the shipping 
trade was to be compared with British 
railways, but in the amount of turnover 
and returns the business done was equal 
to the whole railway business of this 
country. They had had such a deluge 
of fiscal statistics poured upon them that 
he felt sure every hon. Member was 
getting weary of them. but there were 
certain broad facts which he thought it 
would be just as well to state. The 
over-sea trade from the ports of the 
United Kingdom was one-fifth of the 
trade of the whole world, but the trade 
done in British ships was one-half, and, 
it we took the length of the voyages and 
value of the trade into account, more than 
one-have of the whole shipping trade of 
the world. 
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There was one fact connected with this 
great trade which ought to be borne in 
mind by those who supported the policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, and it was that of 
this half of the trade of the world, more 
than one-half was trade between foreign 
countries which did not touch the ports 
in this country at all. The principal 
protected countries gave more employ- 
ment to British ships than the United 
Kingdom itself. Of the tonnage in our 
own ports two-thirds was with these pro- 
tective countries, and only 15 per cent. 
was with the British possessions, and of 
this trade at home one-fifth was peculiarly 
ours, that was to say, the transshipment 
trade, which was very valuable to the 
shipowners and the shipping classes in 
this country. Shipping was not only 
the biggest trade in the country, but 
it was by far the best. It was the most 
Imperial and the most necessary to us 
as an island people. He would say 
more—it gave the very best employment 
to the people of this country of any trade 
in which we were engaged. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham said that the British working 
man was ‘“‘being paid more and more 
with invisible exports ”’—being paid, not 
paying. That was an example of how 
incapable tarifi-reformers were of dis- 
tinguishing between debit and credit. 
The cotton trade produced £90,000,000 
a year, and the export was £70,000,000. 
But it had to pay £40,000,000 to the 
foreigner for raw material. This in- 
visible export was not a staple material 
product that could be seen, but it was 
payment for labour, and therefore in- 
visible. It consisted in payment for 
ships built in British yards, almost 
altogether of British material. These 
ships were engined in British works, 
officered and engineered by British 
subjects. and far the greater part of the 
crews were British. They were re- 
paired in British yards, provisioned by 
British dealers, coaled by British coal, 
and insured in British offices. That 
was where the money went. If there was 
anything left it went to the shipowner 
for his remuneration, but at present he 
was afraid he had to go without it. 

The shipping trade was not only our 
biggest, but it was the direct product 
of our fisca! policy. Other countries had 

Mr. Rea, 
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founded great trades because local con- 
ditions were favourable. Providence 
had given the coa! trade to South 
Wales and Pennsylvania and the cotton 
trade to Lancashire. But nothing 
had helped England on the ocean 
except its policy. The shipping trade 
was one which was open to every- 
body, and in free competition with all 
the protectionist powers in the world 
our supremacy was now such that it 
might almost be called a monopoly. 
This supremacy dated from the in- 
stitution of tree trade. It did not exist 
before. In 1846 America was almost our 
equal, and other nations were not very far 
behind, but from the institution of free 
trade and the abolition of the navigation 
laws in 1849 dated the progress of the 
British mercantile marine, which had 
arrived at its present pre-eminence. He 
did not say that our free-trade policy 
alone could have achieved this astound- 
ing result. It had been aided by the 
protectionist policy of other nations. 
Other nations had one by one dropped 
out, while we had increased our shipping 
trade under their protectionist system. 
Germany was an apparent and not a real 
exception, because in this particular 
matter she had been content to act on 
free-trade principles. Our great shipping 
trade was a fair target for everybody, 
and if we engaged in a tariff war with 
other nations it was through that trade 
they would hit us. In America it was 
already possible for the President, at any 
moment, to put on a duty of 10 per cent. 
on all imports brought in by ships of a 
foreign nation in addition to the ordinary 
tax authorised by law. It was not pro- 
bable that the President would impose 
that tax so long as there was no friction 
with foreign nations, but if we entered 
into a tariff war with America it was 
shipping that would be. hit, and it would 
be hit effectually. How could we re- 
taliate? There were gentlemen who 
advocated that we should establish re- 
strictive legislation in regard to shipping 
and impose differential dues. That was 
not practicable, because out of 36,000,000 
of foreign tonnage in our ports we could 
only hit about 4,000,000. He could not 
understand how any shipowner could sup- 
port the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham. 
It was to him a perplexing phenomenon 
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and only showed that men might run and | 


operate ships without any knowledge 
of the principles that formed the very 
basis of their practice and success. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he intended to vote 
for the Motion, but he discriminated be- 
tween the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
and the policy of the Prime Minister. A 
good deal had been said about personal 
interest. He was not a shipowner, and 
had no shares in shipping, but even if he 
had he hoped he would subordinate per- 
sonal interest. He condemned the policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
ior West Birmingham because it sought 
to found the unity of the Empire upon a 
basis of self-interest, and more particu- 
larly upon a basis of the taxation of food. 
He objected to it also Lecause it would 
tend to inerease the cost of building and 
working ships, and would diminish the 
volume of trade on which our shipping 
prosperity depended. Anv benefit wovld 
only be a transitory one, and the advan- 
tage to shipping was very illusory. His 
hon. friend the Member for the Kirkdale 
Division had referred to th opinion of 
the Liverpoo] Chamber of Commerce, 
and had stated that the great majority 
of Liverpool shipowners were favourable 
to the policy of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West hirmingham. He 
knew many eminent shipowners who 
supported that policy and many who 
strongly objected to it, bat whether 
the majority was of one opinion cr 
the other he had no means of deciding. 
He thought there was among the ship- 
owners of Liverpool and the country 
generally a feeling of dissatisfaction with 
the way in which the shipping trade was 
carried on at the present time. The 
hon. Member for Gloucester had stated 
that this country had sustained its 
prosperity amounting to a monopoly 
in the case of shipping. He did not 
think the hon. Member intended to say 
that. He thought, the present con- 


dition of the shipping trade had been , 


described in too glowing terms by the 
hon. Member. If his information was 


correct, the trade had reached its zenith | 


and had entered upon a period of de- 
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10 per cent. of the tonnage of the worla 

During the last twenty years British 
tonnage entering and clearing from the 
United Kingdom had increased by only 
50 per cent., and foreign tonnage had in- 
creased by 119 per cent. 


*Mr. REA: May I ask whether the 
hon. Member is taking the entrances 
and clearances as his test ? 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
was taking the amount of tonnage of the 
entrances and clearances. Did the House 
realise what was meant by the figures he 
had quoted? In the period to which 
he referred British shipping coming in 
and going out had only increased 50 
per cent., while foreign tonnage had more 
than doubled. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What are 
your original figures? One might mean 
100 and the other 100,000. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
had not got the figures with him, but he 
thought the percentages spoke for them- 
selves. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.): It is most 


misleading. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
found that in 1881 the British tonnage 
was 41,000,000; and in 1902 it was 
64,000,000. In 1881 the foreign tonnage 
was 16,000,000; and in 1902 it was 
35,000,000. 


*Mr. REA asked whether the hon. 
Member could state how much of the 
tonnage referred to as entrances and 
clearances was represented by large 
German steamers which called for pas- 
sengers and did not interfere with the 
export and import trade of the country 
at all, and further whether he could state 
how much of the tonnage referred to 
Channel steamers which were owned by 
the Continental railway companies and 
were counted every day in the year. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 


clension. In the twelve years between | was giving the figures with respect to 


1890 and 1902 Great Britain had lost 


tonnage from al) sources. There was 
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a great deal of misyiving as to the future 
of the shipping trade. He would remind the 
House that the Shipping Subsidies Com- 
mittee came to the conclusion that, 
although British shipping was in the 
main holding its own, there was great 
cause for anxiety and exertion. The 
Committee went into the subject very 
carelully; and they attributed the 
present position of British shipping 
to the very large bounties given by 
many other countries to their shipping, 
to indirect bounties, such as free dock 
and harbour accommodation, and to 
the exclusion by some foreign countries 
of British shipping from their coastwise 
trade. That Committee came to the 
conclusion that the time had come 
when we might ask for reciprocity in 
this matter. This brought him to say 
something about retaliation. That was 
a word they did not like. It seemed 
to be “an eve for an eye and a tooth 
for a tooth,’ but what was wanted 
was not hostile retaliation leading to 
great tariff wars, which were to a large 
extent a disadvantage to the countries 
concerned. He ought perhaps to except 
from that statement the tariff war 
between Russia and Germany, which 
only lasted for a short time, and was 
attended with satisfactory results to 
both countries. He would ask those 
hon. Members who approached this 
subject from what he might call the 
extreme free-trade point of view, why 
they always spoke about imports and 
never mentioned exports? In his view 
the true free-trade policy was that which 
endeavoured to remove restrictions on 
exports without interfering with the 
system of imports. Those hon. Members 
seemed to argue that if we increased 
our imports our exports increased them- 
selves. This seemed the same as saying 
that if we increased our expenditure 
our income would increase itself. He 
would remind them that the producer 
had rights as well as the consumer, and 
that he was equally entitled with the 
consumer to the benefits of free com- 
petition. While he very much regretted, in 
many of its aspects, the great agitation 
which the country had been passing 
through for some time, he believed it 
would do good if it led people to realise 
the economic conditions which 
essential to commercial 
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were 
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Whilst he condemned the policy of the 
right hon. Gentleman, which he thought 
| would be injurious to the country, and 
| particularly to shipping, at the same 
| time he believed that the system of free 
|imports and restricted exports was not 
|the most favourable possible to the 
shipping interests of this country. What 
was wanted was free trade all round, 
and therefore he supported a modifica- 
tion of the present system. 


Shipping Trade. 


*Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said he thought there would be a general 
consensus of opinion that what had taken. 
place to-night proved conclusively that 
certain important questions raised on 





a private Member’s Resolution could not 
be adequately discussed between nine 
o'clock and twelve o’clock, especially 
when the mover and seconder of the 
Resolution occupied such a considerable 
proportion of the three hours. He had 
listened with the greatest interest to the 
speech of the hon. Member who proposed 
the Resolution; but he must confess that 
he had heard very little germane to the 
subject. A great deal was said about 
the Stars and Stripes and about the great 
city of Liverpool having been built up by 





prosperity. | United States 


free trade. He would remind the hon. 
Member that if he looked at the opposite 
side of the Atlantic he would behold 
New York, compared with which in 
size Liverpool sank into insignificance 
He would see in that city a river alive with 
shipping, acity not built up on the syster 
of free trade,but on a system of protection. 
The speech of the hon. Member for the 
Kilmarnock Burghs was entitled to 
the consideration of everyone who 
took an interest in the subject. 
The main current running through 
that speech was that it was impos- 
sible to carry on shipbuilding with- 
out cheap wages, and naturally it 
followed that there should be also 
cheap materials. A good deal had been 
heard about the decaying industry 
of shipbuilding and shipowning in the 
United States, and they were told that 
that was owing to protection. He did 
not think for a moment that protection 
had anything to do with it. Previous 
to 1863, when they saw those magnificent 
American clippers going to and fro from 
our ports, there was protection in the 
but at that time there 
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was only a glimmering of the great 
transition from the use of timber to iron 
in shipbuilding. While shipbuilding was 
being carried on by the aid of timber 
British North America and the United 
States were prominent in the  ship- 
building worid. But after the American 
Civil War when iron was substituted 
for timber in shipbuilding, this country, 
with its great supplies of coal and iron 
close to its splendid waterways, forged 
ahead. ‘Lhere was nothing to prevent 
the United States at the present time 
building ships, for they had the best 
machinery and the best skilled workmen. 
Why did these workmen not build ships 
then? It was because it paid them 
better to be engaged in other industries. 
If anyone disagreed with that !et 
him put it to an American working 
inan whether he would be content to 
ucezpt the same wages as were paid in 
British shipyards in order to build up 
an American marine; and the answer 
would be “ No.” 


It should be remembered that Con- 
tinental nations and America could 
buy ships from us as cheaply as we 
could buy them, whether it was from the 
vards of the Tyne, the Wear, or the Clyde ; 
and what was more, all foreign nations 
got the same benefit as we did from 
our ships. Their goods were carried as 
cheaply as ours. But foreign nations 
had advantages which we did not enjoy. 
With these advantages Germany had 
built, equipped, engined, and managed 
finer and faster vessels than we possessed. 
Was that anything that we ought to be 
proud of ? And when it was suggested 
we should do something to regain the 
supremacy of the Atlantic no British ship- 
owner was prepared to do it, and the 
Grovernment came forward with a loan 
of £2,500,000 at a low rate of interest 
to enable two vessels to be built to 
compete with the German liners in 
the Atlantic trade. And yet we called 
ourselves a free-trade country! He 
would remind eminent — ship-owners 
opposite that foreign countries were 
running us a close race in many of our 
staple trades, such as the coal-carrying 
trade. Last vear 64 per cent. not only 
ofthe number of ships but of the tonnage 
cleared from the Port of Blyth was foreign. 
It was similar in the Bristol Channel ports, 
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There was a growing preponderance of 
foreign vessels, and that was because the 
foreigner carried on his shipping trade 
on more advantageous terms than we did. 
Mr. Walter Runciman, senior, speaking at 
the launch of one of his own vesselspointed 
out that British shipowners were handi- 
capped owing to the harassing policy of 
the sailors’ and firemen’s unions. The 
wages bill of a British ship of 2,000 tons 
was £62 10s. per month and cost of pro- 
visions £10 per month greater than of a 
Norwegian or Swedish ship of the same 
size. Mr. Runciman went on to say that 
he had, therefore, entered into negotia- 
tions to put his firm’s older vessels under 
a foreign flag, and the effect of that on 
his whole fleet would be a saving of 
£20,000 per annum. When that was the 
result, he believed they would put patriot- 
ism on the shelf, and go in for the money. 
Mr. Runciman added that Scandinavian 
sailors were the best clothed, most re- 
spectable, and best conducted sailors he 
knew. 


The Resolution before the House 
really referred to some proposal put 
forward by the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham ; but, as far as he could 
gather, these proposals had only been put 
forward in a sort of tentative form as to 
what might, under certain conditions, be 
carried out. The right hon, Gentleman 
first pointed out very properly that by 
a@ reirrangement of our duties upon a 
common-sense basis, viz., by taxing the 
goods from abroad which we could pro- 
duce ourselves, and admitting free goods 
which we did not produce, we might 
do a great deal of benefit to the people 
of this country. That was a policy 
which he himself believed would be 
carried out before very long. [An Hon. 
Member on the Opposition Benches: Will 
you vote for it?] Yes, if the question 
were put fairly before the country. He 
had never feared to say before the public 
outside that he was in favour of such an 
alteration. He would remind hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that so long ago as 1892, 
when a fair and square fight took place in 
Neweastle-on-Tyne on fair trade, the 
right hon. Member for Montrose was 
placed second on the poll, and the fair- 
trader was placed triumphantly -at the 
head. Ever since then they had never 


been afraid in Neweastle to avow that 
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some alteration in the fiscal policy was 
necessary. What effect would that altera- 
tion in the fiscal policy have on the ship- 
ping trade? It might, to a certain 
extent, curtail the import of manu- 
factured goods; but that would not 
injure the shipping industry. Shipowners 
were more anxious to carry raw materials 
than manufactured goods. He would 
like to take away manufactured goods 
made in this country rather than bring 
here goods manufactured abroad. There 
was no proposal whatever to put any tax 
on raw materials, they were the best 
caro for shipowners. The other proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham was to bring the 
Colonies into closer commercial union with 
the mother country. Would that do any 
harm to the shipping trade? No, because 
bulk was of greater importance to ship- 
owners than value. To bring a million 
pounds worth of bullion from Australia 
or South Africa to this country was of 
comparatively little value to the ship- 
owner ; what they wanted was to bring 
raw materials, and above all raw materials 
and corn from a long distance ; and the 
greater the distance the larger the ships 
they would have to build. The ship- 
builder had solved the problem by 
building larger ships to carry the cargo 
long distances for the same freight as 
the smaller vessels could carry it from 
the near Continental ports. Therefore, if 
trade between the Colonies and the mother 
country was increased there would be an 
enormous expansion of the shipping 
trade. If only that trade could be ex- 
panded, depend upon it, neither ship- 
owners nor shipbuilders had anything to 
fear, but could look forward to an era 
of prosperity greater than they had ever 
hitherto enjoyed. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen 8.) said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
had shown an example in debating this 
question in a serious way. He had 
stated very clearly what were the views 
entertained by the protectionist Party 
on this subject. He had been struck by 
one expression of the hon. Member, 
that when the question was fairly put 
he would be prepared to give a vote. 
Why did not the hon. Member induce 


Mr. Renwick. 
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his leaders to put the question fairly ’ 
Surely the sooner the question was 
put fairly both in this House and in 
the country it would be better for every- 
one. But he noticed that when the 
question was put before the House 
last week the hon. Gentleman was not 
prepared to give a vote upon it. Th 
hon. Member said that an alteration in 
the fiscal policy might curtail the impo: 
of manufactured goods; but that h> 
did not care for because it would no+ 
injure the import trade in raw materi:ls. 
Did the hon. Gentleman believe that ho 
could increase the import of raw 
materials, and all those semi-manufac- 
tured articles so largely used in our 
industries, by raising the price of food; 
and did he think it possible, consistently 
with his colonial policy, to avoid taxing 
some raw materials such as wool? 
The hon. Gentleman said he was anxious 
to maintain long-distance traffic because 
the Colonies were in the most distant 
parts of the world. Not all of them. 
But this country did not do its largest 
trade with the Colonies. At present 
we had the enormous preponderance of 
trade, both export and import, with th: 
Colonies already. No other country 
in the world was in it with us. If we 
took other countries, like Argentina, 
with its rich corn lands, and with which 
we had, if not the monopoly, the bulk 
of the trade, he asked whether the hon. 
Member wanted us to begin his policy of 
protective tarifis by destroying that 
carrying trade ? 


A comparison had been made by the hon. 
Gentleman between Liverpool and New 
York, but he submitted that that com- 
parison would not hold, because New York 
was the outlet of a gigantic continent, 
and ought not to be compared with anv 
port in this country. But, even in the 
port of New York the bulk of the sea- 
going ships were British. There were, of 
course, coasting steamers which did the 
trade between the different ports on thie 
sea-board of the different States of tlie 
United States. But the majority of 
the seagoing ships in New York 
were British. The hon. Member suid 
that we had developed in th's 
country our shipping trade because we 
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had coal and iron. But had they not 
in the United States coal and iron in far 
greater quantities than we had? The 
development of the American coal and 
iron trade was one of the most extra- 
ordinary industrial facts of recent years. 
The reason why the Americans had not 
shipping 


because it cost about a third more to 


developed their trade was 
huild iron ships there than in this country. 
The hon. Member should read the Report 
of the Committee on Ships Subsidies in 
America, and note the despairing cry 
the 


manufactured 


about tarifis and duties on 


and 


The hon. Member said that the Americans 


raw 
materials articles. 
could buy their ships here; yes, but they 
had to pay a tariff on those ships when 
they went to America. No better object- 
lesson of the deleterious and injurious 
effects of a protective policy on a given 
industry could be supplied than in its 
effect on shipbuilding in America. In 
1870, after the effects of the civil war 
had passed away, the American shipping 
trade was nearly twice what it now was, 


and that was the result of protection. 


For the third time he saw before him 
empty benches, They had been having 
Why were 
not the representatives of the Board 
of Trade 


valuable contribution to the discussion. 


a very important discussion. 


there ? They could make a 
Then the other side would know what 
they had to meet. They had had an 
astonishing series of discussions, First 
there was the debate on protection initi- 
ated by the hon, Member for Oldiam; 
then there was a debate on the particular 
doctrine ol the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham, and last 
night there was a debate on retaliation. 
That evening they hal had in a useful 
and instructive discussion the doctrines 
VOL. CXL [Fourrit Serizs.] 
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of retaliation brought to the test of a 
particular trade. 


Shipping Trade. 


He could imagine no 
way in which the House of Commons 
could be better employed, but those 
for whose benefit this instruction was 
intended absent: 


were unfortunately 


Their leading organs said that they 
required more time for social functions. 
The Leader of the House was away, and 
would never know what was passing in 
House. He 
because there was no single one of his 
tell and 
because they knew he never read the 


the would never know, 


colleagues present to him, 
lewspapers, and still less would he read 
the proceedings in Hansard, because he 
contemned the House of Commons. He 
seemed to think there was no House of 
and his 
This state of 


coma might be said to be the harbinger 


Commons unless he himself 


colleagues were present. 
of a dissolution. How long were these 


“rotesque performances to continue. 
he Prime Minister seemed to think that 
they were inert matter unless he passed 
a sort of e'eetrie current of his own 
personality throush the Honse. He 
thought the House of Commons and 
instrument only for considering ques- 
tions which the Government thought of 
submitting to it. He did not seem to 
recognise that they were there by the 
will of the people, to represent the 
people, to give voice to the sentiments of 
the people on questions which interested 
them. and that they should be neglecting 
their duty if they did not endeavour to 
discuss that very question in which the 


this 


were 


people were most interested at 


mSiment. If the Prime Minister 
there he should lke to remind him that 
they were not there merely for the 
purpose of listening to the proposals 
that emanated from the Government, 
but to tell the Government what the 


31 








1639 Free Imports and 


people thought and what they wanted. 
The Prime Minister was away because 
his followers would not vote for or 
against protection, and the followers of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham were away because 
they knew they would be defeated. That 
was the way in which the great interests 
of the nation were being imperilled. In 
this 
and insincerity he thought that the pro- 


miserable exhibition of cowardice 
tectionists after all were less cowardly 
and less insincere than the larger section 
which, with the 


away in 


Prime Minister, ran 
this pusillanimous manner. 
Never before had the head of a CGovern- 
ment done this. This was One of those 
startling constitutional novelties which 
they owed to the present Prime Minister 
and by which his Ministry woull be 
rememb:red, whatever else it was remem- 
There 


This sort of thing could not last. A 


bered by. was one consolation. 
Government which insisted on making 
itself ridiculous must be drawing near 


its end, 


As to the particular Motion before 
the House, he desired to express ad- 
miration of the vigorous and indepen- 
dent speech, based on close personal 
knowledge, delivered by his hon. friend 
What 


possible benefit could protection be to 


the Member for Kilmarnock. 


shipping? Even the hon. Member for 
Neweastle, who had all the courage of 
his opinions, had not shown that; and 
he did not know how the shipping com- 
munity could see anything but certain 
that 
which, ex hypothesi, would diminish the 


and increasing disadvantage in 


volume of British shipping trade. Our 

shipping was half the value of the shipping 

of the world, and more than half of its 

quality, when its higher speed was taken 
Mr. Bryce, 
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The supremacy of British 
shipping was mainly due to three causes— 
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into account. 


the abolition of the navigation laws, the 
cheapness of shipbuilding, and our open 
ports. Free ports had made this country 


the emporium of the world. 


Mr. RENWICK: What does the right 
hon, Gentleman mean by a free port ? 


Mer. BRYCE said a port where no 
duties were levied except for revenue. 


Mr. RENWICK : 


a free port. 


That does not make 


Mr. BRYCE said that was the sense 
The hon, 


Gentleman would hardly differ from him 


in which he used the term. 


in the opinion that the possibility of an 
enormous quantity of goods coming to 
our ports without having to go through 
a Custom-house had contributed to 
make this country an emporium of 
market commodities, and in making it 
that emporium had also made it a 
financial centre and a banking centre. 
It had also had a great deal to do with 
our transit trade. A great deal of our 
shipping was built with reference to a 
particular class of trade and particular 
customers, and they could not readily 
alter the ships to fit them for another 
kind 


What an enormous mark our shipping 


of trade with other countries. 
would be to the retaliatory policy of other 
countries! There was no branch of our 
trade in which protection would be more 
and 


immediately seriously 


be to 


injurious 


than it would our merchant 


shipping. Of that shipping we had 
every reason to be proud. Our ship- 


ping greatness had been built up on the 
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policy of tree trade. There had been { transfer any vessel from the British flag 
nothing like it in the history of the | toa foreign flag. The right hon. Gentle- 


world, not in the trading cities of the 
Middle Ages, in Venice, or in Genoa. 
The Dutch, who in later times took 
the lead in maritime commerce, never 
had the same proportion of the mari- 
time trade of the world. That 
something to be proud of. He claimed 
for our shipping trade that it was a 
link that most effectually bounl the 
He 


claimed for it also that it was one of 


was 


Colonies to the mother country. 


the sources of our naval strength. It 
was often said that it was largely for 
the protection of our mercantile marine 
that we had to maintain s» large a 
Navy. That was true; but that mercan- 
tile marine was also one of the causes 
of the strength and power of our Navy. 
Through the mercantile marine our 
people had become so imbued with a 
that they had 
become a sea-loving pcople. Through 
the the 


men to man our fleets, and through it 


capacity for sealife 


mercantile marine we found 
our Navy had become what it was. They 
were told this was Nelson’s year, but 
the centenary of Trafalgar was the last 
vear in which this country would think 
of reversng a policy which had_ given 


Great Britain her hcid on sea power. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
wished to make some reference to the 


quotation made by the hon. Member for 


Newcastle from a speech which his 
father delivered some years ago. The 


hon. Gentleman quoted only a smali 
portion of it, but even that portion 
that the 


i foreign flag were lower than the 


showed wages paid under 


wages paid under our own. ‘They in 


never so foolish as to 


their firm were 


man the Member for West Birmingham 
seemed to think that British 
would be sent on longer voyages than 


vessels 


ever before under his scheme, but if that 


was the hon. Member for Newcastle’s 


only serious argument the bottom 
was easily knocked out of it. The 
distance from the Black Sea to the 


United Kingdom was greater than from 
to the United 


the distance from Cape Colony to this 


Canada Kingdom, and 
country was less tha. from the Argentine. 
In fact, the very reasons given for altering 
the fiscal policy of this country did not 
Then 


the hon. Gentleman entirely overlooked 


work out in mere matters of miles. 


the main points put by the hon. Member 
for Kilmarnock Burghs and made no 
reference to the increased price of vessels 
in protectionist countries and no refer- 


ence to the increased cost of repairs in 


| protectionist countries—a very important 


hon. 


The 


Gentleman knew well enough that repair- 


item in those countries. 


ing was a serious item in all shipping 


firms. ‘Then there was the increased price 


| of stores, which was also a serious item. 





These, added up, made an extra expense 
The hon, 


Gentleman had said that British shipping 


of something like 50 per cent. 


was not making large profits, but what 
profits would it make if there was 50 per 
cent. added to the expenditure. Then 
the hon. Gentleman also said something 
about Britain having been compelled to 
subsidise the Cunard Company in order 
to retain our supremacy on the Atlantic. 
More than once he himself had pointed 
out that a more foolish policy was never 
adopted than that with regard to tle 
Cunard Company. That was only another 


example of the foolishness of legislaticn 
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by panic promoted by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham. It was the right hon. Gentleman 
who got into a panic over the American 
combine ; it was he who was the prime 
Cunard 


mover in the 


The right hon. Gentleman was 


extraordinary 
scheme. 
more short-sighted than any of his 
predecessors in the important office he 


had held. 


The 


nothing on the question of retaliation, 


hon. Gentleman opposite said 
and made no reply to the statement of 
the that 


shipping could be used as a target for 


hon. Member for Gloucester 
retaliation whenever this country put 
such a system in force. Foreign countries 
would of course use our shipping as the 
first object for their attack, wad for one 
reason that our shipping was right under 
their noses. They were taunted with 
our flags flving in their poris in grater 
numbers than their own, and they saw 
that our shipping was more vulnerable 
If the 
hon, Gentleman imagined the people of 


this 


foolish as to jeopardise our shipping 


than anything else we possessed. 


going to be sc 


country were 
for pearl buttons or Moi cean jewellery 
he must believe they were greater fools 
than they had ever shown themselves to 
be before. He seemed scarcely to realise 
the enormous loss which would fall even 
on the shipping with which he was con- 
nected through the serious dislocation of 
trade. 


(rentleman the Member for Birmingham 


The great object of the right hon, 


in his proposals at Glasgow was to pre- 
vent Russian corn from coming into this 
that Canadian corn 
The first etiect 


country in order 

m ght be forced into it. 

on shipping would be that an enormous 

amount of the shipping now in existence, 
Mr. Kuneiman. 
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in fact some of the best ships now on 
the water, would be shut out of the 
Black Sea trade, and, according to his 
scheme would be forced into the Cana- 
dian trade for which they were totally 
unfitted. Something like 12,000,000 tons 
of shipping at present engaged in the 
near coast trade would be rendered ab- 
solutely useless for the Canadian and 
more disadvantageous trades which the 
right hon. Gentleman would endeavour 
to cultivate. He entirely overlooked the 
fact that if we could not obtain Canadian 
vrain for our markets at cheaper prices 
than Russian grain, naturally the country 
was the loser. He also seemed to forget 
that they could not dislocate a homeward 
trade without entirely dislocating an out- 
ward { rade. 


trips in one direction, but out and home 


Voyages were not merely 


trips. One great example might be given of 
the way in which trade might be dislocated 
hy merely endeavouring, with a single 
eye in one direction, to bolster up an 
industry which owing to netural causes 
was not able to find a market in th’'s 
country. The hon. Gentlemat mentioned 
the coalfields of Pennsylvania. Some of the 
steam coal there rivalled our South Wales 
coal and was delivered on vessels mor 
cheaply from Virginia to the Argentine, 
which was one of the principal markets for 
that class of coal, although the distance 
from Virginia to the Argentine Was very 
much less than the distance from here 
to the Argentine. That was to say, the 
Americans had the advantage of distance, 
quality, and prices in their favour, yet 
somehow or other, although the Virginian 
coalowners had been very anxious to 
make an inroad, they had not been able 
to get a footing for the simple reason 
that America, in her folly, had closed her 
against 


doors Argentine commodities. 
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So it happened that outward f-eights 
from Virginia to the River Plate must be 
very much larger than the  freights 
outwards from South Wales, and that 
was just sufficient to prevent the Argen- 
tine from getting coal from Virginia. 
He only gave that as an example in 
order to show that dislocation of the 
shipping trade would have much more 
far-reaching effects than either the hon. 
Gentleman or his right hon. leader had 
They could not tell 


To 


introduce a system of protection into 


ever apprehended. 
where the damage would stop. 
this country would not only damage the 
carrying trade but the shipbuilding trade 
as well, and he wished that they had hada 
word trom the Member for East Belfast, 
who could have thrown some light on the 
subject. How was it the American com- 
bine had to build in Belfast rather than 
in Philadelphia? It was for the simple 
reiso. that Messrs. Harland! and Wolff 
were able to build there 30 per cent, 
cheaper. Therefore we had this system 
branching out in every direction through- 
out the whole range of our industries. If 
they hit the shipping trade not only 
would they also hit the shipbuilding, but 
the iron trade, the coal trade, and all the 
other trades which depended primarily 
upon the shipping trade. Anyone who 
was so foolish as to throw sand into this 
delicate mechanism was worthy of the 


condemnation of this country. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said in the two or three minutes 
which were left he would like to refer to 
the latest shipbuilding Returns published 
by the Board of Trade. The figures he 
was about to quote compared the average 
annual shipbuilding in the United States, 


France, Germany, and the United King- 
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dom during the past thirty years. With 
a view to avoid taking any special year 
he had taken the average of each of these 
countries for three decennial periods. The 
figures were as follows :—1874-83 United 
States, 171,000 tons; 1894-1895 United 
States, 131,000 tons; 1894-1903 United 
States, 178,000 tons; 1874-85 France, 
30,009 tons; 1884-93 France, 27,000 
tons; 1894-1903 France, 66,000 tons; 
1874-83 Germany, 26,000 tons ; 1884-95 
Germiny, 48,000 tons; 1894-1903 
many, 88,000 tons; 1874-1885 United 
Kingdom, — 535,000 1884-189.3 
United Kingdom, 615,000 tons; 1894- 
1903 United Kingdom, 815,000 tons, or in 


Ger 


tons; 


other wor |s he said that a comparison of 
shipbuilding as between this country and 
foreign countries showed that whereas 
tonnage in the United States had increased 
per annum by only 7,000 tons, in France 
by 55,000 tons, and in Germany by 62,000 
tons, it had increased in this country by 
262,000 tons. Having regard to the fact 
that shipbuilding also involved the wel- 
fare of the coal, the iron and steel in- 
which 


employment to labour than any other 


dustries, together gave more 
industry at home, surely it would be 
folly to tariff which would 
prejudice the interests of our great ship- 


bui ding industry. 


raise a 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
House, grave injury would be caused to 
industry and to other 
by the 


adoption of the changes in the existing 


the shipping 
industries dependent thereon 
fiscal system proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
(Mr. Osmond Wiliams.) 


ham. 




















1647 Adjournment 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 
[EXPENSES]. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That 
authori:e the charge upon the Consoli- 


it is expedient to 


dated Fund of such sums as may be 
required to make good liabilities arising 
out of the default of the Public Trustee 
or his officers appointed under any Act 
of the present session to provide for the 
appointment of a Public Trustee and 
Executor, and to authorise the payment, 
out of monevs provided by Parliament, 
of the salaries and other expenses payable 
in pursuance of such Act.—(Mr. Austin 


Chamberlain.) 


Resolution to be reported this day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE. 
TARY or TREASURY (sir A. 
ACLAND - Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 


THE 


ton) in moving the adjournment of the 
House said that, in accordance with 
the wishes of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
it was proposed to take the Report on 
Vote 7 as the first order at nine o’clock 
to-morrow evening and the Report on 
Vote A as the second order. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”’— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. RUNCIMAN 
he wished to ask the Patronage Secre- 
tary of the Treasury whether he was 


(Dewsbury) said 
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scheme put forward by the right hon. 
West 


detrimental to the interests of one of our 


Member for Birmingham was 
greatest industries, the British shipping 
trade, and of industries closely allied 
thereto. He understood that the Prime 
Minister was not aware of what had 
But it 


was important that the Prime Minister 


passed in that House last night. 


should know this, because he was the 
Leader of the House, or had been in the 
afternoon, and ought to be aware of 
what was the opinion of the House, 
containing as it did the representatives 
ot the nation. He would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman also to convey the in- 
formation to the President of the Boar 
of Trade and to the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade. 


hon. Gentleman was not in @ position to 


He presumed the right 


state where the Secretary to the Boar« 
of Trade was that night—perhapsthey had 
no right to inquire—but if there was one 
place in the world where he ought to 
have been that night it was in his place 


on the Treasury Bench. 


Major SKELY (Isle of Wight) said 
he desired to ask Mr. Speaker whether 
it was not a gross breach of constitu- 
tional usage for a salaried Minister of 
the Crown and servant of the State, 
whose Department was concerned not to 
be in his place on the Treasury bench 
on an occasion like the present ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is extremely un- 
desirable that the Chair should be called 
upon to express an opinion upon matters 
of which the House is the proper judge. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at Seven minutes after 





aware that a Resolution had _ been 
passed by the House that night, nemine 
contradicente, pointing out that the 


Twelve o'clock. 
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/ —(Petition for Bill). 
|: ficates of non-compliance with the Stand- 


) [H.L.]. 


* COMMITTEES 
F the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, 30th March, 1905, 





EARL OF KENMARE. 


Ordered, That the Report of the Lord 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom, 
made to the House of Lords on Tuesday 
last, that the right of the Earl of Ken- 
male to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been 
established to his satisfaction, be sent 
to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, 
together with a certificate stating that 
such report has been made, and that 
the House has ordered it to be sent to 
the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Torpoint Urban District Watem Bill 
{n.u.]. A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Cardiff Railway Bill [4.L.]. Witnesses 
ordered to attend the Select Committee. 


Malvern Water Bill; Leven’s Patent 
Examiners’ Certi- 


ing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Committee on Tuesday next. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill 
Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Shepton Mallet Gas Cempany (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [H.1.]. The CuatRMAN oF 
informed the House that 


The order made on the 20th instant dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [u.1.]. 
Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Walker 
and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. Brought 
from the Commons; read 1*; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AFRICA, No. 3 (1905). 
Memorandum on the state of the 


African Protectorates administered under 
the Foreign Office (in continuation of 
Africa, No. 10, 1904”). 


ARMY. 
General Annual Report of the British 
Army, for the year ended 30th September, 
L904. 


POST OFFICE. 
Postal agreement for an exchange of 
money orders between the Post Office 
of Great Britain and Ireland and the 


Post Office of Russia, dated the 17th 
(29th) October, 1904. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION (DE- 


PARTMENTAL COMMITTEER). 
Memorandum by the Chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign and Colonial laws 
relating to compensation for injuries to 
workmen. Vol. III. Supplementary Ap- 
pendix. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). 

Return of the areas, population, and 
valuation of counties, burghs, and 
parishes in Scotland. 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND). 
Returns for the year 1903-1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT 
(IRELAND), 1877. 

Order in Council, dated 22nd February, 
1905, giving effect to Rules of Court. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


HEALTH ACTS 
BILL [H.1.]. 


PUBLIC (AMENDMENT 


A Bill to amend the Public Health 
Acts. Was presented by the Lord Hylton ; 
read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 39.) 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and sus- 
pended for this day’s sitting. 


THE BRITISH MISSION 'TO THE AMEER. 

Lorp REAY: My Lords, seeing the 
Under-Secretary of State for India in 
his place, I wish to ask him the following 
Questions, of which I have given him 
private notice : (1) has the Dane Mission 
left Cabul, as stated in the public Press ; 
(2) has an Agreement been concluded 
with His Highness the Ameer of Afghan- 
istan; (3) can the noble Marquess 
indicate the general purport of that 
Agreement; (4) will any Papers be laid 
on the Table of the House with reference 
to these negotiations. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY OF 
STATE For INDIA (The Marquess of 
Batu): My Lords, the Ameer and Mr. 
Dane have signed an Agreement which is 
in confirmation of the Agreement which 
existed between the British Government 
and the late Ameer. This Agreement 
will be laid on the Table as soon as its 
precise terms reach us from India. 1 
believe that Mr. Dane with his Mission 
has left Afghanistan, and is due to arrive 
in India on April 8th. 


Lorp REAY: Can the noble Mar- 
quess give any general indication of the 
contents of the Agreement ? 


THe Maravess or BATH: It is in 
confirmation of the Agreements which 
existed between the British Government 
and the late Ameer. 


THE MarQuess oF RIPON: It does 


not go bevond that ? 


TH» Maragurss oF BATH: No, I do 
not think it does. 


SERVICE OF MILITIAMEN BILL [u.1.]. 
[Seconp READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read 
ing read. 


*THr UNDER-SECRETARY _— or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Donovanu- 
MORE): My Lords, I do not, of course, 


{LORDS} 
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deny thet this bil, which has been pre- 
pared by the Army Council and which I 
am asking your Lordships to read a 
second time to-day, involves a consider- 
able change in our present military 
system, but I claim that the change is not 
so great as may at first appear. For 
centuries we have had a force in this 
country earmarked for home defence and 
known as the Militia, and though altera- 
tions have taken place from time to time 
in its conditions, for the greater part of 
the time that this force has existed the 
same principles will be found to underlie 
it. The Militia has been essentially a 
territorial force organised round the 
county. The Lord-Lieutenant had com- 
plete control of it. He could arm it as 
he liked. It was earmarked for the 
suppression and defeat of “ insurrection, 
rebellion and invasion.” Its expenses 
were paid by local owners of property. 
The nation only paid the exovenses of the 
Militia during active service, and offences 
by Militiamen were punished by the civil 
magistrate. The force was practically a 
civil and not a military force. 

These were the main principles under- 
lying the Militia for centuries down in 
fact to the middle of the eighteenth cen- 
tury. These principles, I claim, are 
utterly unlike the principles underlying 
the Militia at the present day. In the 
middle of the eighteenth century there 
was introduced what proved to be that 
very expensive and very unpopular 
measure the ballot. I notice that non- 
attendance, disobedience of the ballot, 
was punished by the fine of 1s. or the 
spending of an hour in the stocks, and 
I often wonder whether the noble Earl 
opposite (the Earl of Wemyss) who 
is sO anxious to revive the ballot, is also 
anxious to revive this ancient constitu- 
tional practice. It was not really till 
1802 that the Militia began to assume 
the complexion under which we now 
know it. In 1813 an Act was passed 
whereby it was made possible for 
the King to accept offers of the Militia 
to serve abroad, and it was not until 1862 
that the Estimates in connection with the 
Militia forces were framed under the direc- 
tion of a Secretary of State. I trust, 
therefore, that your Lordships will re- 
member, if it is argued that in bringing 
forward this Bill we are absolutely chang- 
ing the constitution of this force, that it 
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is not the first change that has taken place | opposite (the Earl of Wemyss) in a speech 
in the principles underlying it. From | which he made last July. It is a long 
time to time it has undergone consider- | extract, but in view of the importance of 
able modifications to meet modern re- the subject and the clearness with which 
quirements, and it is only because we | the position was stated, perhaps I may be 
wish to bring it into yet further conform- | pardoned for reading it. The noble Earl 
ity with modern requirements that this said— 
Bill is submitted to your Lordships. “Tn 1803 15,000 Militia Volunteers joined 
Nox, what are the principal reasons for he Army in 198 the lal tia was, a 
this change? They are two in number. | teered then for the Army for twelve months. 
The first is undoubtedly the growth in In 1812 three strong battalions joined the Army. 
the power of th: British Fleet. That During the ten years from 1803 to 1813 100,000 
growth enabled the Prime Minister to de- | Militiamen passed into the Regular Army. In 
: : : 1815 Militiamen in great numbers joined the 
clare eighteen months ago his belief that Army and served at Waterloo. In 1854 we had 
serious invasion need not be apprehended. | the Crimean War, during which fifty battalions 
That declaration recognises the Navy as | of Militia volunteered for service ; ten were sent 
the bed-rock of our national defence, and | to the Mediterranean as garrison, thus freeing 
the Regular troops for service in the Crimea. 
the natural corollary follows that the [ny all, the Militia sent to the War in South 
bulk of our military forces are required for | Africa 1,691 officers and 43,875 men.” 
service beyond the seas. I cannot help I think that passage absolutely estab- 
noticing that the declaration was made | jishes the fact that the Militia always 
whole of last seseon it was not directly Ye gone to war. We have always 
gs — Pas ‘ar needed the Militia to go to the front in a 
assailed in your Lordships’ House. We sagen i 
have, roughly speaking, 600,000 men — 
amongst the forces of the Crown ; of that ; 
number 360,000, or sixty per cent. are THe Eart or WEMYSS: And you 
earmarked for service at home in the de- | have always had them. 
fence of these shores ; and I claim that it 
is an illogical position that when you ad-| *[Tye Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
mit that your Army is mainly required for _ Yes, and I hope we shall continue to have 
service beyond the seas ouly forty per| them. I believe they will always be 
cent. of your forces should be earmarked | willing and anxious to go to war, but they 
for that purpose. There is another reason, | can only go to war by individual volun- 
I presume, for this change. It is a teering, and that is not a satisfactory 
reason connected solely with the question | state of affairs. In the first place, when 
of home defence. JI refer to the growth | you ask men on parade to volunteer in 
of the Volunteers. In the centuries dur-| accordance with the formalities which 
ing which we looked to the Militia as the you have to follow on such an occasion, 
force earmarked for home defence the | there is always an unpleasant suspicion 
Volunteers did not exist. During the last | of pressure being brought on the men. 
fifty years the Volunteers have been |] do not say whether it is justified or not, 
created and have considerably increased, | but that suspicion is always present, 
and it is our belief that we can look to | and [ notice that in the evidence which 
them for that home defence for which, | he gave before the recent Royal Com- 
in old days, it was necessary to look to mission my noble friend Lord Raglan 
ihe Militia. used the word “immoral” in this con- 
nection. There is also the fact that in 
I would remind your Lordships of the | trusting to this volunteering you are giv- 
position in which we invariably find our- | ing yourselves over to great uncertainty. 
selves with regard to the Militia in| ‘The War Office has to prepare mobilisa- 
time of war. It is a notable fact that in | tion schemes and the like, but in prepar- 
the case of each of the three largest wars ing those schemes they cannot look with 
in which we have been engaged during | cettainty to the service of any single 
the Jast hundred years we have had to) Militia unit or even man, and [ am sure 
call in the aid of the Militia. I do not you: Lordships will recognise that that is 
think that can be better illustrated than | a great inconvenience in preparing for 
in the language of the noble Earl! war. [f the present position, theretore, 
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is illogical, immoral, and inconvenient, I | 
confess that I myself can see very little | 
reason for maintaining it. 
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I believe the change proposed would be 
acceptable to the Militia. I have been 
very carefully through the evidence that 
was given on this subject before the 
Royal Commission, and I find that the 
question of the merits of such a proposal 
as this was put to eighteen witnesses, of 
whom four were opposed to the suggestion 
and fourteen in favour of it. I do not 
wish to minimise the importance of the 
evidence of the four who were not in 
favour of the proposal, but I cannot help 
feeling that the majority were in every 
way qualified to be consulted upon such | 
a subject. ‘The majority included such 
distinguished soldiers as the noble Vis- 
count Lord Wolseley, who said that it 
would be a very desirable thing; and) 
the noble Field Marshal Earl Roberts, 
who said that it would be very valuable, 
and added— 

‘““ At present we are in the dark as to whether 
we can get them or not get them.” 

These fourteen witnesses included per- 
sons who, being Militia officers them- 
selves, were thoroughly competent to | 
speak. I notice the names of Lord Sel- | 
borne, Lord Hardinge, Lord Raglan, and 
Lord Castletown, who have all by the 
part they have taken in debates in this 
House proved their right to speak with 
authority on this matter. Colonel Holden, 
who spoke on behalf of the Militia Rifle 
Association, was also included in the four- 
teen. As I have said, the right of all 
these gentleiien to speak on the subject 
is absolutely unquestioned, and I claim 
that their testimony must be allowed 


{LORDS} 


| the 


| cuards in the Bill. 


considerable authority with your Lord- | 


ships in coming to a decision on this 
mitten. 


There is only one other important point 
in connection with this Bill to which | 
woulé like to allude. One of the greatest 
difficulties with which the Militia has to 
contend at the present moment is the 
diificulty of getting officers, and I am 
sanguine enough to believe that if your 
Lordships assent to this proposal that 
difficulty will be very greatly diminished. 
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and spend a certain number of weeks 
every year in training his battalion, but 
minute war comes, and war has 
hitherto in our experience invariably 
come outside this kingdom, you say— 
“Oh, no, your regiment is not earmarked 
to go abroad in time of war; you have to 
stay at hone and defend this kingdom.” 
And unless ne is lucky enough to go out 
to the war for some special purpose he 
spends his time marching up and down 
Aldershot or Salisbury Plain, and not 
exactly in pursuits which one would 
think would convey ideal happiness to 
an English country gentleman. But 
under this Bill he will know that while 
he stays at home in time of peace he 
belongs to a force which is earmarked 
to go on sorvice abroad in time of war. 
I believe that will be a much more ac- 
ceptable position to him, and I shall be 
very disappointed if we do not have 
greater facility in getting officers after 
Parliament passes this Bill, as I sincerely 
hope it will. 


Your Loraships will have noticed that 
there are certain very necessary safe- 
We can only ceal 


| with the Militia under the Bill when they 


are embodied, and embodiment only 
takes place by Royal Proclamation in 
times of national emergency. No Militia- 
man raised by a compulsory process would 
be affected by this Bill. Therefore, we 
do not attack the noble Karl's pet lamb, 
the ballot, and the interests of present 
members are amply safeguarded. The 
Bill does not apply to the Imperial Yeo- 
manry, because it is quite obvious that, 
while we require to retain some soldiers 
in this country, a proportion of the 
soldiers so retained must be mounted 
men. There are no mounted men among 


‘the Volunteers, and therefore we have 


Y vu will be offering a far more attractive | 


e.zeer to a Militia officer than you have 
ever offered him before. ‘You have asked 
him hitherto to do his preliminary drill, 


The Ear! of Donoughmore. 


to retain the Yeomanry for service 
in this country if they are required. 
The Yeomanry are a very satisfactory 
force, and 1 think your Lordships will see 
the wisdom of our not having included 
them under this Bill. Two Amendments 
have been given notice of this afternoon. 
There is, first, the Amendment of the 
noble Earl, Lord Wemyss,jwho meets us 
with a direct negative, and I do not 
flatter myself that anything I can say 
can overcome his Toryism in this matter ; 


but I sincerely hope that the majority 
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of your Lordships will not follow his 
lead. The noble Marquess opposite, 
the Marquess of Ripon, has also put an 
Amendment down asking for further in- 
formation on a great many subjects 
before the Bill is proceeded with. That 
Motion has been on the Paper for a long 
time. The Estimates have bten pre- 
sented to Parliament since it was put 
down, and there has been a great deal of 
oratory in another place on the subject. 
I do not know whether the noble Marquess 
is satisfied by what he has heard and 
read on the subject or not, but at any 
rate I am glad he does not attack the 
principle of the Bill in his Amendment. 
I therefore sincerely hope I shall have 
his support as well as that of the majority 
of your Lordships if it is necessary to 
divide upon this Bill. I beg to move 
that the Kill be read a second time. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 
2°” —(The Ea-l of Donoughmore.) 


*THe Bart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I have listened with much interest and 
considerable curiosity to see on what 
grounds my noble friend who moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill would 
justify the revolution—for it is nothing 
short of that—in Miitia service, which 
is proposed by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. itis arguments, however, did not 
touch the three points I propose to raise, 
and I can assure your Lordships I shall 
confine myself as much as possible to 
those three points and shall not enter into 
any general disquisition upon the ad- 
mirable services that the Militia have 
always rendered in time of war in all 
parts of the world. Nor do [ propose to 
cite authorities, extending over more than 
a century, who have favoured the Militia 
as it is. What you are now asked to do 
is to establish the Militia on a totally 
different footing. The points I wish to 
raise are these: that this is a revolution, 
that it is breaking up the foundation upon 
which our military system rests. There 
is not a man in this House, who knows 
anything of the subject, who will deny 
that it is upon the Militia that our exist- 
ing military system is founded. If this 
Bill passes it will break up that fou da- 
tion entirely. 


It is desirable, when considering a 
question of its total change, to know 
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exactly what the Militia is, and what 
the extent of the change will be. I turn 
to the latest edition of the Encyclopedia, 
and under the head of “ Militia”? I read 
as follows— 

“The Militia of the United Kingdom consists 
of a number of officers and men maintained for 
the purpose of augmenting the military strength 
of the country in case of imminent danger or 
For such a contingency the 
whole or any part of the Militia is liable, by pro- 
clamation of the Sovereign, to be embodied ; 
that is to say, to be placed on active service—” 

I ask your Lordships to mark the words 

which follow— 
“within the confines of the United Kingdom. 
The officers and men when called out are liable 
for duty with the Regulars, and in all respects 
as Regular soldiers, within the United King- 
dom.” 


If you want to know what this Bill does, 
I will tell you. It strikes out “ within ” 
and substitutes “ without.’ This force 
which is raised for military service 
within the United Kingdom is capable of 
volunteering to serve outside the United 
Kingdom, but if this Bill passes it will 
be compelled to do so. I cannot con- 
ceive any greater change than that an 
old constitutional force, which has ex- 
isted all this time for service within this 
country, and which, when embodied, 
might volunteer for foreign service, 
should be, at the will of the Government 
of the day, ordered to go across the seas 
to any part of the world. That is a 
great constitutional change which, I 
think, is highly objectionable. 


Secondly, the Bill will put an end to 
the Militia ballot. The ballot is the 
foundation of the Militia; the Militia 
is supposed to be raised by ballot ; but if 
this Bill passes there is an end of ballot 
for the Militia. If you happened to be in 
such a position that you had to raise 
Militiamen by ballot, is there anyone 
in your Lordships’ House who will dare 
to stand up and say that you could 
compulsorily, under a ballot, send men 
to China, Peru, or Timbuctoo? You 
could not. So practically that power 
which my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs said was neces- 
sary for emergencies, and which he said, 
speaking on the subject some three years 
ago, was a power with which he would 
not readily part, is gone. I venture to 
think that if this Bill passes you will 
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have done away with the power of com- 
pulsion for home service, and in doing 
that you do away with the old constitu- 


Service of 


tional right of the Crown to call upon) 


its subjects compulsorily for service in 
home defence. 


My third point is the one on which 
my noble friend the Under-Secretary laid 
great stress—the uncertainty that at 
present prevails as to whether you have 
these Militiamen under hand or not. 
The blue-water question has never been 
debated in this House, though I hope to 
raise the question when my noble friend 
Lord Wolseley comes home. I object to 
the test of my noble friend the Under- 
Secretary. His test was one which will 
very soon disappear. He said the coun- 
try now has the Volunteers, and therefore 
requires the Militia less for home defence, 
but you are doing your best to get rid 
of the Volunteers. I wish we had got 
rid of them. The great mistake of my 
life was being a Volunteer. And why ? 
Because in consequence of the existence 
of the Volunteers those in authority have 
never done their duty by the State in 
enforcing the Militia ballot. Afraid of 
the voter—and the only principle that 
I can see in legislation now-a-days is to 
catch votes—they have not dared to 
enforce the ballot to fill the Militia, and 
the result is that the Militia is now, and 
always has been, something like 30,000 
below its establishment; and I am in- 
clined to think that when you pass this 
Bill, which enables the Government to 
send them to any part of the world, that 
diminution is likely to increase. My 
point is that the noble Earl’s argument 
does not hold water. It does not hold 
water because you have not tried all the 
means available under the existing law 
to obtain a body of Militia at all times 
ready to go anywhere when wanted. 
You can do this under the existing law 
without upsetting the very foundation 
upon which your whole military system 
rests. I repeat that you can do this 
now under the existing Act. 


Some thirty-five years ago I wrote a 
number of letters on the subject and 
was in communication with that most 
excellent Militiaman, Lord Abingdon, 
who was then Lord Norreys, and the 
question arose about the Militia Reserve. 
Lord Abingdon counselled the Govern- 


The Earl of Wemyss, 


{LORDS} 
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| ment to make a list of regiments, whole 


units, who were ready to go anywhere, 
‘and to take note of those that so 
volunteered for duty. The feeling 
thirty - five years ago which Militia- 
men had, as expressed by Lord Norreys, 
was that the whole force would 
voluntarily ask to be put on that list 
in practically the position that this 
Bill tries to put them. That is the 
answer to my noble friend as_ regards 
the difficulty of getting hold of them. I 
say, at any rate, try it; try this plan. 
You can raise no possible objection to it. 
Try it before you dig up the foundations 
of our whole military system, as you are 
doing needlessly, as I hold, by this Bill. 
The Resolution standing in my name on 
the Paper is to move to resolve— 

* That, in the opinion of this House, it is con- 
trary to sound policy to tamper with the Militia 
force and alter, as is intended, its conditions and 
terms of service.” 


I have been asked, instead of moving 
that Resolution as it stands, to move the 
rejection of this Bill. I do not care 
who votes with me. I simply enter my 
protest against this kind of legislation. 
But before I sit down I would say this 
to your Lordships, that the question at 
issue, putting on one side the opinion 
of the blue-water school, is one vital 
to this nation. I ask your Lordships to 
look upon it as not only vital to the 
nation, but as a question outside Party, 
and I hope that the patriotic feeling and 
independent spirit of noble Lords will 
induce them to vote with me against 
this Bill, which, as I have said, affects 
the time-honoured constitution and ser- 
vice of that valuable force, the Militia. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and add at 
the end of the Motion the words ‘this day 
six months.’ ”’—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 





| *Tue Duke or BEDFORD: My Lerds, 
| the Bill now before the House, if carried, 
| goes a long way towards converting the 
Militia into the second line of the Army, 
/a military policy which I have already 

advocated in your Lordships’ House. I 
| find that most Militia officers with whom I 
have discussed foreign-service enlistment 
| are in favour of enlisting for foreign service 
|and in the manner proposed by the Bill. 
| I do not fear any falling off in the number 
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of recruits owing to enlistment for 
foreign service, provided that the same 
kit, clothing, and equipment are given 
to the Militia recruit now to be enlisted 
for foreign service as to the Line recruit. 
I apprehend some loss to the force on the 
score of men not being willing to re- 
en age for foreign service. A re-engaged 
man is one who, efter completing his 
first term of six years service, renews 
his engagement at once for a further 
period of six years. A man would be 
about twenty-five years old when he has 
to decide if he will re-engage for a further 
period of six years, which would take him 
to the other side of thirty, a period of life 
when a man may have many perfectly 
legitimate reasons for not incurring the 
liability for foreign service. The re- 
engaged man of twenty-five to thirty 
years old is a most valuable one in the 
force and quite at the best moment of his 
life for military service. If, as I antici- 
pate, men do not re-engage freely for 
foreign service I suggest offering a bounty 
for re-engagement. 


Service of 


I cannot agree with the noble Earl who 
has just spoken that itis a mistake to 
alter the conditions of service in the 
Militia. The essential feature of the 
old Militia system was that it created 
an insular garrison, locally raised by 
the compulsion of the ballot, and. toa 
great extent, maintained by local as 
distinguished from Imperial taxation. 
But Mr. Pitt’s policy (1798-1805) used 
the Militia as the recruiting ground 
for the Regular Army. It is interesting 
to note that at that time there were 
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of substitutes, moreover, encouraged 
fraudulent enlistment, because it was a 
temptation to men to desert and become 
substitutes in as many different regiments 
as possible. It also discouraged enlist- 
ment for the Regular Army, since it paid 
men better to become substitutes for the 
Militia than recruits for the Regular Army. 


For these reasons the Militia ballot was 
suspended, but only to be revived in 1807. 


The Government urgently needed 28,000 


men for service abroad. Ordinary methods 
of recruiting failed. There was a choice 
between raising men by the ballot for the 
Regular Army direct or through the 
Militia. Lord Castlereagh preferred the 
latter course on the ground that it was the 
cheapest method, and that it provided 
the best class of recruit. Anyhow, the 
measure was completely successful ; 
27,000 men within twelve months joined 
the Regular Army after having been ballot- 
ed into the Militia, and their places in the 
Militia were filled by 45,000 additional men. 
But at this moment, in addition to the 
ballot, the system of fines prevailed. Each 
parish had to furnish its guota of men for 
the Militia, and any parish making default 
was fined £60 for each man deficient. 
These conditions existed for only two 
years (1807-1809). Afterwards and 


throughout the rest of the war, men were 


two systems of enlistment running in | 


the Militia, the ballot for home defence 
and a supplementary Militia, raised by 
voluntary methods, from which men were 
encouraged to join the Regular Army and 
serve abroad. This supplementary 
Militia lasted for a very brief time. During 
the short interval of peace in 1802 the 
Militia Acts were consolidated into one 
general Militia Act of 1802. The ballot 
was then in operation, and men were 


not allowed to enlist from the Militia into | 
the Regular Army, which was a return to | 


the old principle of reserving the Milit a 
for home defence. Under the ballot sub- 
stitutes were a!lowed, with the result that 
the Militia became enti ely composed 
of such substitutes, 23.000 men being 
substitutes out of 26,000, The system 


. to be raised for the Militia in the first in- 


stance by beat of drum, as volunteers, 
and secondly, if that failed, by ballot. 
But to what extent the ballot was _e- 


' sorted to between 1807 and 1815 cannot 


be ascertained. Anyhow, after 1815 the 
ballot was never put into operation, and 
at no time during the history of the 
Militia was a balloted man sent abroad, 
except as a volunteer. In 1815 there was 
a new condition of service in the Militia. 
By an Act of George III. the Militia was al- 
lowed to serve abroad as Militia, and un- 
der their own officers. 


There were many changes in the Militia 
between 1852 and 1860, during the period 
of the Crimean War and the Indian 
Mutiny. The Militia was then made 
liable to serve anywhere in the United 
Kingdom, and in 1855 an Act, similar to 
the Act of George III. was passed en- 
couraging Militia regiments up to three- 
fourths of their strength to volunteer for 
foreign service at specified places as 
Militia, and they did so serve, In our 
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own day we have had the form of enlist- 
ment known as the Militia Reserve. The 
Militia Reserve was composed of men 
serving in the Militia, who, in considera- 
tion of an extra bounty of £1 a year, 
agreed to belong to the Reserve of the 
Regular Army for the purposes of foreign 
and active service. The original inten- 
tion was that this Militia Reserve should 
be a force supplementary to the Militia, 
in the same sense as the supplementary 
Militia in the time of Mr. Pitt. But the 
real result was that the better men in 
each Militia battalion belonged to the 
Regular Army on mobilisation. The 
principle of this form of enlistment was 
unsound, in that it counted one man in 
two places, and trusted that he would 
not be required in two different places 
at the same time. This form of enlist- 
ment was abolished at the end of the 
South African War. 





As regards altering the constitutional 
character of the Militia, that was very 
completely done in 1852, when the ad- 
ministration of the force was concen- 
trated in the hands of the Secretary of 
State for War, with the result that re- 
cruiting for the Militia, which used 
formerly to be the duty of every class in 
the locality, from the Lord-Lieutenant 
downwards, is now a Departmental 
matter in which no one is concerned. I 
may add that in my experience I have 
never come across any military authority 
or any other authority who took the 
smallest interest in whether a Militia 
battalion was up to its establishment or 
very much the reverse. It must be re- 
membered that until recent years the 
cost of the Militia was defrayed from 
local taxation, and the man who bore the 
local burden had a right to demand the 
local defence. But now that the burden 
is transferred to Imperial taxation, I 
submit that the Militia should be avail- 
able for Imperial defence. 


The instances which J have quoted 
show that at every crisis in the military 
history of this country the conditions 
of service in the Militia have been altered 
to suit the military requirements of the 
day, and the way in which in the past 
the Militia has never failed to respond 
to those alterations shows the great value 
of the force. The problems of Imperial 


defence have entirely changed in the 
The Duke of Bedford, 
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course of the last few years. His Majesty’s 
Government propose to use the Militia 
for the purposes of the defence of the 
Empire all the world over. That is a 
military policy in which I cordially 
concur, provided always that the Militia 
is properly equipped for foreign service. 
It is not so now. But in the belief that 
if this Bill becomes law the Militia will 
be equipped for the service for which 
it is destined, I support the Bill. 


*THe Marquess oF RIPON, who had 
given notice to move to resolye— 

“That this House does not deem it advisable 
to proceed with the consideration of this Bill 
until it has before it a full statement of the 
whole of the proposals of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for the reorganisation of the Army.”’ 


said : My Lords, I gave notice some time 
ago of an Amendment to the Second 
Reading of this Bill, founded upon my 
belief that it was not advisable to deal 
with the reorganisation of our military 
system piecemeal, and that we ought 
to have, before we undertake that great 
and most important duty, a full ex- 
planation of the intentions of His 
Majesty's Government. But I find that 
the forms of the House will not allow 
me to move that Amendment if, as is, 
I suppose, probable, looking at the 
benches opposite, the Amendment of 
my noble friend Lord Wemyss is_ re- 
jected. If that Amendment is rejected 
no other Amendment can be moved, 
and therefore I must ask your Lordships’ 
indulgence if I make the observa- 
tions which I desire to offer in respect 
to this Bill at this stage rather than 
at a later one. 


I was not surprised that the noble 
Earl opposite minimised the effect of 
this measure as much as he covld. | 
do not in the smallest degree blame the 
noble Earl. Nothing would be more 
natural in his position. But he tried 
to make out that the change proposed 
was, in fact, extremely small. Among 
other things, he told us, with perfect 
truth, that there had been many changes 
made in regard to the Militia in one form 
or another, and he described them as 
changes of principle. I cannot agree 
with the noble Earl in that. They were 
changes mostly of administration. The 
Militia rests upon the principle which 
has been explained so forcibly to your 
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Lordships by my noble friend Lord 
Wemyss—the principle that it is in- 
tended primarily for home defence. 
That is the principle of the Militia, and 
it has not been in the least degree im- 
paired by any of the changes to which 
the noble Karl alluded. The noble Duke 
who has just sat down seemed to think 
that that change was made when the 
Militia was transferred from the super- 
intendence of the Home Secretary to the 
Secretary of State for War. I cannot 
take that view. I remember those days 
very well, and I can assure the noble 
Duke that there was no idea at that 
time of making any constitutional change 
in regard to the Militia, but military 
questions of every kind were then being 
gradually and properly consolidated under 
the Secretary of State for War. 

THe Kart or WEMYSS: Volunteers 
also. 


*Tue Maragurss or RIPON: The 
Volunteers also. At any rate, the Militia 
was placed under the jurisaiction of the 
Secretary of State for War, but no altera- 
tion was made in the constitutional 
position of the Militia. My noble friend 
now sitting at the Table and myself 
carry back our recollections so far in 
regard to this question, that some of 
your Lordships may think that our views 
on this subject are old-fashioned. But 
I turn to the Report of the Duke of 
Norfolk’s Commission, and what do I 
find stated there? That Commission 
thus describes the Militia— 

“The Militia exists chiefly, and the Volun- 
teers solely, for the purpose of resisting a possible 
invasion of the United Kingdom.” 

That is to say, according tothe Duke of 
Norfolk’s Commission, the primary duty 
of the Militia is to be employed for home 
defence. Now, what this Bill proposes 
is entirely to change that primary con- 
dition. It proposes that instead of 
being primarily meant for home defence 
the Militia should become, as it was 
described in the speech made by the 
noble Karl opposite last February, a 
portion of the Reserve Army, and 
similar language has, I understand, been 
used elsewhere by the Secretary of State 
for War. Therefore, hereafter, if this 
Bill passes, you will remove the Militia 
from its present position as a valuable 
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portion of our forces for home defence 
and join it entirely to the Regular Army, 
and whenever there is a strain of any kind 
render it liable for foreign service. That 
secms to me to be a question of extreme 
importance, and one upon which I am 
not prepared to give my final opinion 
until I know what are the other arrange- 
ments which His Majesty’s Government 
are going to make for home defence. 


Thuis proposal is only the first of several 
schemes in respect to the Militia which 
have passed at least through the mind 
of the Secretary of State for War. ‘The 
Secretary of State for War has con- 
templated—I do not know whether or 
not he contemplates it now, because his 
utterances within the last few days have 
seemed to me to be almost contradictory 
—taking from the Militia a large number 
of battalions and adding them to what 
he calls his territorial Army. He has 
contemplated putting an end to a con- 
siderable number of Militia regiments 
and taking other steps in respect to 
what may remain. Now, my Lords, be- 
fore we take tnis first step in this 
direction we have a right to know 
whether His Majesty’s Government do 
or do not intend to adopt the rest of the 
proposals of the Secretary of State for 
War with regard to the Militia. I am 
not by any means sure that His Majesty’s 
Government have any such intention, 
for it is impossible to make out from 
a perusal of the remarks of the Secretary 
of State whether he is speaking for 
himself only. There is so much of the 
personal pronoun in the speeches of the 
right hon. Gentleman that it is extremely 
difficult to find out whether he speaks 
for himself or for His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I hope before this debate is 
brought to a close we may have some 
clear and distinct statement from noble 
Lords on the Front Bench opposite as 
to how far they are prepared to endorse 
and adopt this system. 


If you take the Militia from its present 
position and turn it into a Reserve for 
the Regular Army, I think you are 
bound to tell us what you are going to 
do to provide for the defence of this 
country at home. I know very well 
that opinion has greatly changed in the 
last fiftv years in respect to the question 
of home defence. I am myself a humble 
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disciple of the blue-water school, but I 
confess I am a little startled by some 
of the lengths to which persons are 
inclined to go now in respect to the 
immunity of this country from danger 
by raids. We have been told within 
the last few days that the naval view 
in respect to that question is that the 
crew of a dinghy could not land in this 
country in the face of the Navy. I have 
the greatest possible confidence in His 
Majesty’s Navy. I have the greatest 
possible belief that they may may be 
relied upon to protect us from serious 
invasion; but I confess I cannot t!ink 
that it would be safe for us to adopt 
the view that they can always prevent 
a boat’s crew from landing in this country 
and that there is no danger to be pro- 
vided against in the nature of raids of 
a grave and_ serious character. The 
author of the sentence I have quoted, 
strange as it may seem, is Mr. Arnold- 
Forster. He is the author of the “ dinghy 
theory.” I cannot swallow that theory. 
IT may be a heretic among those who 
believe in the blue-water policy, but I 
cannot follow that. I believe much 
more in what I find stated in the Report 
of the Norfolk Commission. In that 
Report there is a very singular document, 
a document which had a very curious 
history. It was sent to the Commission 
from the office of the Director-General 
of Mobilisation and Intelligence as being 
forwarded with the authority of the 
Secretary of State. I know perfectly 
well that shortly afterwards the Com- 
mission were informed that the Defence 
Committee repudiated it and that it was 
not authoritative ; but, as it contains the 
opinion of so important a person as the 
Director-General of Mobilisation and 
Intelligence, the document is entitled to 
considerable weight. He said— 

“Tt is peld by some that the Government can 
guarantee” complete protection of the United 
Kingdom against danger of invasion by any 
larger force than from 5,000 to 10,600 men.” 


That, I think, is the basis upon which 
you ought to frame your arrangements. 
My noble friend who spoke just now 
drew attention to the question of raids. 
T will not make any allusion to such a 
terrible catastrophe as a raid which 
might threaten our greatest seaports. 
Liverpool or Glasgow. But I ask your 


Lordships what would be the effect of an 
The Marquess of Ripon, 
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attack of 5,000 or 10,000 men on Yar- 
mouth, Hull, Brighton, or Scarborough. 
You know what the effect would be; 
you know that it would create a panic 
in the land, and that a force so landed, 
if not immediately met, would do con- 
siderable damage. Therefore I say we 
ought not to take the first step in a direc- 
tion which may land us in the adoption 
of a theory that no such raids are possible 
without having before us the fullest and 
clearest statement on the authority of 
the Government of their general pro- 
posals for home defence. 
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Now, what are the proposals which 
have been adumbrated by Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ? The first is the raising of a 
large number of battalions belonging to 
the Regular Army on a two-years ser- 
vice. Part of those were intended to be 
taken from the Militia, but I should very 
much like to know what has become of 
those two-year battalions. I, myself, doubt 
very much whether they still exist ex- 
cept in the brain of the Secretary of State 
for War, and I seek for information from 
noble Lords as to what is their state. I 
am, I confess, one of those who think that 
recent experience has shown very plainly 
that you cannot run simultaneously in 
the Regular Army two different systems 
of enlistment, two different terms upon 
which men are to serve. What happened 
just recently in that unfortunate experi- 
ment of Mr. Brodrick’s, which turned out 
to be such a total and almost disastrous 
failure? He thought he could enlist men 
for three years and get them to extend 
their service in the course of that period 
for a further term of nine years, but they 
would not do it. What was the conse- 
quence ? You had to suspend short-ser- 
vice enlistment. Short-service — enlist- 
ment is now suspended. From what I 
see in the newspapers, it is proposed that 
it shall be suspended for another seven 
or eight months at all events, and it is 
by no means certain that when that time 
comes it will be possible to revert to it. 
But what seems to me to be proved by 
this example is this, that if you have two 
different terms of enlistment men_ will 
love the one and hate the other. They 
will go to whichever they like best, and 
as they apparently do like short service 
much better than long service they will 
go to the short service, and you will be 
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brought from time to time to the same 
position in respect to providing drafts 
for India and the Colonies in which you 
have found yourselves lately, and you 
will be obliged to again suspend your 
short-service enlistment, check the growth 
of vour Reserve, and upset the new 
arrangement you are going to make. 


I should be very glad to know whether 
it is intended to adopt this two-years 
svstem, and, if so, when it is going to be 
brought into operation. The noble Karl 
will probably say to me, “ We are getting 
plenty of men now for the nine-years 
service.” Yes, but during the last few 
months there has been, unfortunately, in 
this country a great deal of want of em- 
ployment, and when you tell men that 
you will not let them come in on the 
short-service terms they, being forced to 
seek employment in the Army, take the 
longer service terms. But we hope and 
trust that that want of employment will 
pass away, and when the necessity of 
men entering the Army is less than it is 
now I venture to think you will find the 
dislike of long service more effective 
than it is at the present time. 


those who are very much inclined to think 
that you will have to return to a single 
system of enlistment, to single terms of 
enlistment for a shorter period than nine 
years. That, however, is an opinion, 
which I venture to express as being held 
by myself. You can rest assured that if 
I am right in my supposition of the diffi- 
culty of running two separate systems 
side by side you will have to come back 
to that single system of enlistment. If 
we ere not to have the two-years service 
regiments, or if when we do get them we 
have again to suspend enlistment in them 
in order to force men into the nine-years 
service regiments, what becomes of the 
Reserve ? 


No man can have a higher opinion of the 
services of the Volunteers than I have. 
In the days when they were first started, 
and when my noble friend at _ the 
Table was most active, energetic, and 
vigorous in helping to raise that force, I 
was Under-Secretary of State for War 
and therefore I know a little about it. I 
venture $0 think that it is a very delicate 
thing to touch the terms upon which 
Volunteers are to serve. The upward 


I confess, | 
speaking for myself, that I am one of | 
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limit of the demand in the way of train- 
ing that can be made upon the Volunteers 
is very strictly confined. If you try to 
ask too much the force will gradually 
die out. It has always been thought 
a great advantage that the Volunteer 
force should be maintained at a very 
high figure. I think so still, but at the 
same time I do think that, if they are 
to be the sole force for home defence 
in this country, they will require the 
strengthening and the backing of a 
portion at least of the Regular Army, 
and that unless you can afford that to 
them you may find yourselvse in no 
inconsiderable difficulty if any raids of 
the description referred to should take 
place. 


It seems to be very unfashionable at 
the present moment to think about the 
defence of these little islands. The 
thoughts of men now go to other and 
more distant parts of the world, but, I 
confess, I think our primary duty is to 
maintain the security of these islands 
upon the basis—and I quite admit the 
basis—that you must look to the 
Navy to prevent a serious invasion. 
But, my Lords, if you weaken the forces 
which you maintain at home you do run 
a risk of raids far exceeding the celebrated 
dinghy, and which would not merely 
injure the district which suffered from 
them, but would spread panic and dis- 
may throughout the country. 


There is one other point on which I 
should like tosaya word. Itseems to me 
that very little effort has been made to con- 
sider not merely what for purely military 


| purposes you might most desire, but 


what upon a system of voluntary en- 
listment you are likely to get. I do not 
think that enough attention has been 
paid to the feelings of the classes who 
go into our military forces. Mr. Brod- 
rick made a disastrous mistake. He 
tried to get men who wanted short 
service to take long service, and they 
would not. I am by no means con- 
vinced that the change which it is pro- 
posed to make now in regard to the 
Militia may not very seriously interfere 
with your recruiting for that force. I 
do not express a positive opinion on the 
subject ; I am not competent to do so ; 
but it does appear to me that there is a 
very great chance that the men on the 
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one hand, and employers on the other, 
will not be inclined to forward recruiting 
for the Militia if there is an absolute 
obligation for them to go abroad. 


We are told that very objectionable 
things take place occasionally in the 
present system of volunteering. I 
believe that is so. I have heard some 
very curious stories indeed on the subject, 
but I do not think that in order to remedy 
that it is necessary to revolutionise the 
Militia. I believe that if the military 
authorities take that matter in hand and 
see that the men are allowed their indi- 
vidual free choice, the thing can be done 
as an administrative matter without an 
Act of Parliament at all. I therefore 
venture to say that Ido not think that 
this House or the other House of Par- 
liament is in the position in which it 
ought to be to decide upon a question 
involving as much as this Bill involves. 
We have not the information. It is 
not in the Memorandum to which we 
can freely refer. It is not, I think, 
to be gathered from the statements 
made in another place, and, therefore, 
unless His Majestv’s Government can 
give us a much fuller statement of the 
whole of their plan, unless they can tell 
us more than we know now, not merely 
of what are the aspirations of Mr, Arnold- 
Forster, but what are the intentions of 
His Majesiy’s Covernment, I for one 
sholl find mvs lf unable to give support 
to the Bill now before us. This is not a 
matter for piecemeal legislation. It is 
not a matter with which you can trifle. 
It is a matter of a very Serious nature 
indecd. It is a mutter verv urgently 
requiring setil-ment. At present there 
is much urcert.inty. doubt, end con- 
fusion in the minds both of the Militia 
and the Volunteers. The continuance 
of that doubt will destroy the Militi: 
and the Volunteers, and it is therefore, 
I venture to say, essentially necessary 
that we sheuld have the full confidence 
ot His Majesiy’s Government, that 
they should tell us what they do mean, 
and the whole measure of Army reorgan- 
isation, before they usk us to take a 
partial and a limited step. 

. 

*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 


of LanspowneE): My Lords, the noble 
The Marquess of Ripon, 
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Marquess has challenged us so directly 
upon one or two points that I am 
compelled to intervene earlier in 
this debate than I had_ intended. 
I do not think that my noble friend’s 
statement was open to the imputation 
of having minimised the importance of the 
measure before the House. Nor indeed, 
had he desired it, would it have been 
possible for bim to do so, Lecause there 
is no use disguising the fact that the 
measure is one of first-rate importance, 
altering as it does the primary conditions 
of the Militia serviec. We have made 
this great change for a reason wnich can 
be stated in a few words. We have done it 
because we believe that we do want a very 
large Army for service outside the limits 
of this country, and that we do not want 
to maintain within the country another 
very large Army available only to serve 
within the narrow confines of these islands. 
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The noble Marquess greatly misunder- 
stood the so-called blue-water theory as 
unfolded by my right hon. colleague the 
Secretary of State for War. What my 
right hon. colleague said was that His 
Majesty’s Government had come to 
the conclusion that the invasion in 
force of these islands was highly im- 
probable or impracticable, and then he 
went on as an illustration to say that 
he believed the extreme naval view 
to ke that even a dinghy could not 
safely effect a landing on these shores. 
But that is not by any means the account 
of my right hon. friend’s statement which 
the noble Marquess gave to the House. 
My right hon. friend also explained that 
what he did think a danger to be pro- 
vided for was the danger of a foreign 
raid of, say, 5,000 or 6,000 men. The 
noble Marquess expatiated with great 
eloquence upon the risk of so denuding 
the country of troops, particularly of 
Regular troops, that a raid of this kind 
might take place at the outset of war 
and create great panic and demoralisation 
in the country. But will the noble 
Marquess consider for a moment what 
our position at the outset of a war would 
probably be ? We should have at home 
twenty-six or twenty-seven long-service 
Line battalions. We should also have 
the short-service battalions,. because 
obviously no part of that large body 
of troops, could be sent out of the 
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country at the very outset of war 
or until we had obtained control of 
the seas. 
Militia and Volunteers. It seems to me, 
therefore, very far-fetched to sugges 
that we should be in any danger with 
that great body of troops at our disposal 
from a raid of 5,000 or 6,000 men. 


But I readily admit that the so-called 
blue-water school is of jcomparatively 
recent origin. The theory under which 
I was brought up was certainly not the 
blue-water theory. I was educated to 
believe that a force of three Army ('orps 
should be available for service outside 
the country, and that three other Army 
Corps should be evolved and organise | 
out of the great mass of troops that 
remained for the defence of England 
and particularly of London, from an 
invasion in force. I have seen elaborate 
schemes in which positions were allotted 
to all the different units in order that 
such an invasion of this country might 
be held in check. Then, of course, it 
follows that it was our duty to 


organise, arm, and equip the whole | 


of our Auxiliary Forces in order that 
they might be prepared for a great 
military operation of that kind. But 
there has been with regard to this 
question a great awakening of late — 
an awakening whih has had its origin 
in two different sets of circumstances. It 
has resulted, in the first place, from the 
much more attentive study which these 
questions have received since the Defence 
Committee has been in working operation. 
Up to that time the great Departments 
of defence, the War Office and the Ad- 
miralty, were in the habit of correspond- 
ing, indeed, with one another; but I do not 
think I misrepresent them when I say 
that the views held in those two l’epart- 
ments were not always so collated 
as to enable us to arrive at a true 
appreciation of the facts. The thorough 
investigation which those great strategic 


problems have received at the hands of | 


the Defence Committee has been one 
cause which has led to this fundamental 
change in our conceptions. 


The other cause, also a most important 
one, is to be found in the financial 
exigencies of the case. We have all, 
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| penditure has become a serious menace 
| to the financial stability of this country, 
and we have had to consider in what 
direction it was possible to arrest the 
progress of that colossal expenditure. 
I believe your Lordships will all agree that 
the pruning knife cinnot be applied 
to our naval expenditure. Those of us 
who had the good fortune to listen the 
other day to Lord Selborne’s eloquent 
speech delivered from this hench will 
realise that this is not a time when we 
could contemplate any diminution in 
the naval preparations which it is our 
duty to make. Nor is it conceivable 
‘that at this moment we should desire 
| to diminish the number of men who would 
| be available, if this country were at war, 
| for active operations in India or in the 
|Colonies or other parts of the world. 
| Therefore, it seems to me to follow that, 
if there is to be retrenchment at any 
point, if there is to be an arrestation of 
the progress of expenditure, that arresta- 
tion must take place in connection with 
|that part of the Army which is useful 
for home defence only. We have, then, 
to consider from that point of view what 
is the proper place of the Militia; and [ 
am glad to believe that in the opinion 
| of most of us the proper function of the 
| Militia is that it should form a part of 
| that Army which in time of peace remains 
| at home, but which in times of national 
}emergency shall be available for use in 
| the field beyond the limits of these islands. 





| 
| Ihave no doubt that if my right hon. 
| colleague had had a clean slate to work 
upon he would have been justified in 
doing what I believe in his original pro- 
posal he desired to recommend to Par- 
liament, and that he would have preferred 
that the Militia should be merged in 
that short-service Army of which we have 
spoken in these debates. But sentiment 
counts for a great deal in these ques- 
| tions, and it became obvious that a 
measure of that kind would have done 
great violence to the sentiment of a 
force which we great y honour and 
which commands the esteem of the 
country. Therefore we propose that 
|the Militia should retain its identity, 
|and that it should not be merged in 
| the short-service Army, but that, oa 
| the other hand, it should be so traine], 


I think, come to see that the constant | so equipped, and so officered that it 
growth of our naval and military ex-| should be fit when occasion arises to 
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take its place alongside the best troops 
of the Line for the purpose of foreign 
service. 

The noble Marquess expressed his 
objection to accepting these proposals 
with regard to the Militia until we had 
disclosed more fully the whole of our 
scheme of Army reform. We have made 
no mystery of the broad outlines of that 
scheme. They were explained last year 
by the Secretary of State; they have 
been set forth again in the Memorandum 
on the Army Kstimates, and they have 
been more fully gone into in the House 
of Commons within the last two or 
three davs. I thought it was well under- 
stood that our proposals were based upon 
the creation of a long-service Army 
recruited for a term of nine years with 
the colours and three with the Re- 
serve, liable at all times for service 
abroad, and, on the other hand, a 
short-service Army with a period of 
two years with the colours and_ six 
years with the Reserve, available for 
service abroad only in time of emer- 
gency. That is the broad basis of the 
new scheme. But the noble Marquess 
says, “ Where are these short-service 
battalions? They do not exist. When 
are they going to exist!” That is 
a legitimate question. The noble Mar- 
quess, however, I think, answered it 
himself in the course of his speech, be- 
cause he dwelt on the failure of Mr. 
Brodrick’s scheme of three-years en- 
listment to provide a sufficient number 
of men for the Indian drafts. That is 
quite true. We found we could not 
reckon on a sufficient number of men for 
the drafts for the battalions abroad ; 
and consequently, in order to obtain 
those men, we had to shut the door to 
short-service recruiting and to accept for 
a time, but a time only, nothing but men 
recruited for long service. It has, however, 
been stated distinctly by my right hon. 
colleague that when a sufficient number 
of long-service men have been recruited 
—-and I may say that long-service re- 
cruiting has proceeded in a most satis- 
factory manner, I am told that we have 
got 10,600 men—we shail certainly 
resort to short-service recruiting and 
to short-service battalions of the kind 
described by my right hon. colleague. 
There is to my mind one reason why it 
is obvious that we must resort to short- 





The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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service recruiting, because it is only by 
means of such recruiting that you are 
able to build up what I shall always 
maintain is the thing which is of all 
others needful for our Army—a great 
and numerous Reserve. 


I must say one word with regard to 
two of the criticisms made upon the Bill 
by the Earl of Wemyss. I understood 
him to suggest that it would be possible 
to obtain all we require by inviting 
Militia battalions to volunteer before- 
ha.d for service abroad, that is, by 
taking men as now for service at 
home, but afterwards allowing the 
battalions to volunteer for liability to 
serve abroad. I am bound to say that 
to my mind all these arrangements 
under which men are taken into the 
Army upon one set of terms, and then 
invited, whether as individuals or collec- 
tively, to accept a wholly different lia- 
bility, are fundamentally bad and wrong. 
1 am within the recollection of the House 
when I say that during the South African 
War, much as we rejoiced at the magnifi- 
cent way in which the Militia came for- 
ward to help us in that great emergency, 
most of us had an uneasy feeling that the 
procedure by which Militia battalions 
were induced to volunteer was not one 
which we could regard altogether with 
satisfaction or contentment. The only 
other observation I will make in reply 
to my noble friend Lord Wemyss is 
this. He dwelt with sorrow upon the 
effect which this measure will have in 
depriving the country of a last chance of 
having recourse to the Militia ballot. 
My Lords, that point has been carefully 
considered by our legal advisers, and we 
are assured that, even if this Bill is 
passed, it would be possible, supposing 
that we desired it, to form a territorial 
Militia by means of the application of the 
ballot. Whether, considering the feeling 
with regard to home service, and the 
dislike that there now is to collecting 
large numbers of men with a liability 
limited to service in this country, that is 
ever likely to come I do not take upon 
myself to say. 


My Lords, I have only to add that 
we associate ourselves with my right 
hon. colleague in the proposals which he 
has made to Parliament. They seem to us 
to be the best of which the circumstances 
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admit ; and they certainly fulfil, to my 
mind, the conditions which are indispeas- 
able and which I woulddescribe as follows 
—that we should avoid the use of com- 
pulsion; that we should maintain a strong 
Regular Army for service abroad ; that 
we should endeavour to build up a large 
Reserve; and that we should, if we 
‘annot diminish our expenditure, at any 
rate avoid an increase in the Army 
Kistimates, 


*Viscount HAMPDEN: My Lords, I 
have listened with great interest to the 
speech of the noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreiga Affairs, as I did 
to the speech of the noble Eail who in- 
troduced this Bill, and I think the House 
will be in agreement with me when [ say 
that we do not know even now what is 
the view of His Majesty’s Government 
upon the scheme which has been defined 
by the Secretary of State for War. There 
are two or three Questions one wouil be 
inclined to ask. One is, is the long-ser- 
vice system to be permanent or only 
temporary ¢ Again, is the infantry of 
the Lite to continue to be divided into 
two separate Armies with different terms 
of enlistment and pay? I have put a 
notice on the Paper with a view to ob- 
taining some information upon the eitect 
of Mr. Arnold-Forster’s proposal, but it 
seems to me that the whole scheme of 
the right hon. Gentleman depends upon 
the success of the long-service system. 
I have asked for a Return of the ages of 
the men who have been enlisted under 
the long-service system. I believe [ am 
to have that Return from the War Office. 
I have asked for it for this reason. It is 
clearly obvious that if we are obtaining 
the same class of men now under the 
long-service enlistment as we obtained 
under the Cardwell system, then the effect 
of reducing the period of Reserve service 
from five years to three vears will be to 
diminish by many thousands the Army 
Reserve without giving the country any 
counterbalancing advantages whatever. 
That is perfectly clear on the face of it. 


The most extraordinary point about 
the whole of Mr. Arnold-Forster’s ideas 
is that he takes credit that his scheme 
will increase the Reserve of the Army. 
lf there is one thing it will not do that is 
the thing. 


Take, for iastance, your nine- 
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years service men. J suppose they will. 
have to serve six or seven years in a hot 
climate like India; they will come back 
to this country utterly unfit to compete 
in the labour market. They will be 
wrecked in health, and more fitted really 
for a pension than for fighting. I under- 
stand that the Militia are not to be ab- 
sorbed. Therefore, the two-years service 
men will be the men drafted into the 
Reserve. These men will have had two 
years service. In what way will they 
compare with men who have had from 
six to eight years service under the 
Cardwell system? I[ appeal to the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, who made a speech last 
year in this House in which he gave his 
opinion upon the effect of the Cardwell 
system on the Reserve of the Army, 
and it was a convincing statement. I 
think it is so strong that, with the leave 
of the House, I will quote an extract from 
it. The noble Marquess said— 

* [ sball continue to believe that the arrange- 
ment under which the home battalions acted as 
what I may call feeders to the foreign battalions, 
and in their turn when fortified by the addition 
of Reservists became fighting units, was a very 
good system, and certainly at the outbreak of 
the South African War it enabled us to put in 
the field a larger and more efficient force than 
ever before left these shores.” 


My noble friend went on to say he had 
reason to admit that another system was 
necessary because our foreign require- 
ments had grown so much heavier; we 
had to keep such a large Army ia India 
and the other garrisons that we could 
not get a sufficient number of men inthe 
linked battalions at home to feed them. 
{ am afraid my noble friend cannot have 
examined the scheme of Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, because, from what I gather 
from his scheme as defined last year, 
he will maintain ninety-six battalions 
at home as against eighty-eight abroad, 
or more than we would have to maintain 
under the Cardwell system if we had as 
many battalions at home as abroad. I 
have come to the conclusion that it is very 
difficult indeed to extract fromthe Govern- 
ment their policy upoa this Army scheme, 
and incidentally, | might say, upon other 
matters. We have at this moment no 
idea what the scheme really is in its 
eatirety, and [ think it is hardly courteous 
to the House of Lords that we should be 
asked to deal with a Bill which is really 
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part of a larger scheme without full 
knowledge of that scheme. Neither the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs nor the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War has 
informed the House what are the views 
of His Majesty’s Government on that 
scheme as a whole. 

*Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
Certainly we have. 


*Viscount HAMPDEN: I did not 

gather so. Mr. Arnold-Forster in the 
House of Commons certainly did not 
inform us. I read his speech through 
very carefully, but failed to find out 
what part of his scheme was assented to 
by His Majesty’s Government. We have 
had schemes of reform before. We had a 
scheme associated with the name of Mr. 
Brodrick. I remember some few years 
ago venturing to say in this House that 
Mr. Brodrick might call his Army Corps 
by whatever name he liked, but he would 
never obtain them, and that prophecy, 
at any rate, seems to have come true. 
The Army now has another master, 
and Mr. Arnold-Forster, who was the 
severest critic of the Army in the House 
of Commons, has become a constructor, 
and we have a right to ask what form 
of building Mr. Arnold-Forster is con- 
structing or has constructed. There 
is one thing clear, however, and it is that 
Mr. Arnold-Forster proposes to abolish 
the Cardwell system and to put something 
else in its place. Therefore, it seems to 
me desirable that we should for a few 
moments examine the Cardwell system 
and compare it with Mr, Arnold-Forster’s 
proposals. 

But there is the preliminary question 
as to what our military responsibilities 
are. They have, of course, been im- 
mensely increased by recent policy and 
events, and I suppose that a great por- 
tion of the £12,000,000 addition to the 
Army Estimates may be attributed to 
the trouble in South Africa and the 
necessity of maintaining a garrison there. 
But the military responsibilities as far as 
regards foreign service are perfectly 
clear. We must maintain our garrisons, 


and we must have two Army Corps at 
least tq reinforce India if necessary. | 
With regard to home defence, that is 
another thing. 


Viscount Hampden. 


Is invasion possible ? 


{LORDS} 
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We have had that argued to-night. It 


is perfectly clear that there is no room 
for economy with regard to the Regular 
Army, and I should have thought, with 
a sufficient number of troops abroad 
and the same number at home, so far as 
linked battalions are concerned, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster would have been better 
advised in seeking economy by making 
large reductions in the Auxiliary Forces. 
That would have been better than 
this system which reduces the 
Regular Army, destroys its efficiency, 
and depletes its Reserve. The Cardwell 
system was the best piece of work that 
has been done for the Army in this genera- 
tion. If that system had only been given 
a fair chance it would not have partially 
failed, and it has only partially failed 
because that condition vital to it, of 
keeping the same number of linked bat- 
talions at home as abroad has never been 
fulfilled. 


The Cardwell system provided us with 
adequate drafts for India and the Colonies. 
It provided us with seasoned men for 
the Reserve, and gave us such a fight- 
ing force as we had in South Africa. 
As a matter of fact, we were enabled, 
under the Cardwell system, to send the 
equivalent of five Army corps to South 
Africa. Now J ask, is it not the height 
of unreason, or rather the depth of folly, 
to abolish a system such as that, which 
has only failed partially, such partial 
failure as has occurred, moreover, being 
due solely to the mismanagement of 
sueceeding Governments ¢ We may say 
with truth that the Cardwell system has 
been sacrificed to a false principle of 
economy. Now we come to the point 
when Mr. Brodrick gave up office. Of 
course, the difficulty with regard to 
drafts was increased by the South African 
War. We had to maintain a garrison 
in South Africa, and there were a large 
number of overdue discharges from the 
Reserve. Mr. Brodrick attempted to 
remedy that by a plunge into a universal 
short-service system. The men refused 
to re-engage, and the result was that the 
scheme cost the country £2,000,000. 
I admit that it was a very difficult posi- 
tion in which Mr. Arnold-Forster found 
himself at the War Office, but I should 
have thought that what he ought to have 
done was to take temporary measures to 
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‘ill up the drafts for India, and then have 
had a Departmental inquiry into the 
working of the Cardwell system, focussing, 
as it were, professional opinion on its 
merits. But he did nothing of the kind. 
He rushed in, really, where even Mr. 
Brodrick had feared to tread, and _pro- 
ceeded at once to abolish the Cardwell 


system and put in its stead a scheme | 


which I think for futility establishes a 
perfect record. 


I have not yet found any agreement 
as to the exact nature of the scheme 
that he proposed, but taking his speeches 
last year I concluded that his scheme 
sonsisted first of all of dividing the in- 
fantry of the Line into two separate 
Armies—a general-service Army and a 
home-service Army. The terms of the 


general-service Army were tobe nine years | 


with the colours and three with the Re- 
and those of the home-service 
Army two years with the colours and 
six with the Of those 1853 
battalions, ninety-five were to be at 
home, and eighty-eight abroad, and, as 


serve, 


Reserve. 
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| Arnold-Forster will upset the whole of 
| that and form a body for foreign service 
| composed of*men having had only two 
years service with the colours. They 
can hardly, I think, be called anything 
else than an army of boys. I hope His 
Majesty’s Government will pause befor» 


| they enter on such a scheme as this. 


[ understand it, this Bill becomes neces- | 


sary because, in framing the home-service 
\rmy, so many battalions of infantry 
wre disbanded, and in their stead is placed 
so many battalions of Militia. 
seem to me to be some fatal objections 
to that course. [ ask the Goverament 
first of all how they propose to officer 
the home-service Army. ‘That Army 
is to have less pay—that was stated last 
year by Mr. Arnold-Forster—and_ will 
be serving alone at home except on the 
exhaustion of the general-service Army. 
Will any young man who wants to take 
. commission join the home-service 
Army ? He will certainly not do so 
unless he fails to enter the foreign-service 
Army. Again, how are you going to 
enlist 15,000 recruits a year for the general- 
service Army ? The noble Lord says re- 
cruits are coming in well, but we have not 
heard the ages or the condition of those 
recruits. I believe in time there will 
be a very serious deficiency in the number 
enlisted in the general-service regiments. 


Look at the scheme as it compares 
with the Cardwell scheme in respect of 
the soldiers who will really compose 
the battalions at home. We had experi- 


ence of what our Reservists were like 
in the South African War, and yet Mr. 
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[f you were to take temporary measures 
to fill up the drafts, and revert to the 
Cardwell scheme for the provision of 
drafts as a permanent measure, I believe 
you would solve the diificulty. If it is 
said that that is too expensive, I reply 
|that it is better to spend money on 
perfecting the organisation of the home 
Army, making what economies you can 
in your Auxiliary Forces, than to estabe 
lish a scheme which will be so highly 
injurious to the interests of the Army 
at large. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: My Lords, this is 


a subject which I have had very much 


lat heart, and I shall, therefore, venture 


to trouble your Lordships with a few 
words upon it. The remarkable feature 
of this debate has been that only one of 
the three noble Lords who oppose the 
Bill said anything whatever about the 
subject of the Bill. The noble Marquess 
on the Front Bench opposite (the Mar- 
quess of Ripon) said very little about 
the Militia at all. The noble Viscount 
who has just sat down hardly mentioned 
the Militia, and, therefore, [ am afraid 
their speeches have not carried us very 
much further. Both the noble Earl 
who proposed the rejection of the Bill 
and the noble Marquess on the Front 
Bench opposite started on the assumption 
that the liabilities of the Militia were 
fixed and firm like the laws of the Medes 
and Persians, that they always had been 
so, and were to remain so. I[ think I 
can in a few words show your Lordships 
that there have been many great and 
important changes in the constitution 
and liabilities of the Militia since that 
force was first founded, 


It is usual to begin the history of the 
Militia from the time of Alfred the Great, 
but I shall not go back so many centuries 
as that, but will commence with the 
time when the noble Earl’s great pet, 





the Militia ballot, was first introduced, 
in 1757. I might say here that at that 
3.N 
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time there was every reason why the 
Militia should be confined to home service. 
Your Lordships will remember that a 
few vears before that period, during the 
absence abroad of almost the whole of 
the Regular Army, the army of Prince 
Charles Edward had penetrated as far 
as Derby. and thrown the country into 
tremendous panic. It was chiefly that 
that caused the country to look again to 
its armour, and for some vears after 
the question of the resuscitation of the 
Militia was discussed. The consequence 
was that, when in 1757 the Militia was 
reorganised on the principles of the 
ballot. the greatest care was taken to 
keep the Militia separate from the Regular 
Army. There was this reason for that, 
that when a regiment went abroad it 
was practically sentenced to death, and 
vou could hardly conscript respectable 
men into the Militia and proceed to 
sentence them to death. which was the 
result then of sending them abroad. 
That sort of idea went on until the end 
of the eighteenth century, when we were 
hard pushed on land, and in 1798 an 
Act was passed enabling the Militia to 
volunteer into the Army. That was 
quite as great a change as any which 
is now proposed by the Bill submitted 
by His Majestv’s Government. 

Then there was the Interchange Act of 
1811, which permitted the British Militia 
to serve in Ireland, and the Irish Militia 
to serve in Great Britain; and, finally, 
there was the Act of 1813, which per- 
mitted the Militia to volunteer for foreign 
service. So that on at least two occasions 
the entire object and constitution of the 
Militia have been radically changed by 
Act of Parliament. As the noble Mar- 
quess the Foreign Minister pointed out, 
there is no reason why you should not 
enforce the ballot after this Bill has been 
passed into law. And, moreover, behind 
the Regular Militia there is the local 
Militia, which is confined to service at 
home. There are two ways in which the 
proposals of His Majesty’s Government 
can be looked at—how they affect the 
Militiamen and how they affect the 
military defence of the country. There 
is no doubt whatever that the present 
arrangements have been pre-eminently 
unsatisfactory. I have always thought 
that the fact that we have gone on en- 
listing men for home service, telling them 


Lord Raglan. 
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home, while at the same time at the back 
of our minds we intended they should do 
something quite different, was immoral 
and wrong. It was, indeed, only one of 
the shams which from time immemorial 
have characterised all official dealings 
with our military forces. 


As to the effect of the proposals in this 
Bill on the Militiaman, I have committed 
myself before in this House to the state- 
ment that I do not believe it will make 
the slightest difference in recruiting. I 
do not believe you will lose one recruit 
by the introduction of this Bill, but I 
think it is quite possible, as my noble 
friend the noble Duke behind me (the 
Duke of Bedford) said, that it may to a 
certain extent check re-engaging. I do 
not, however, think that is probable 
because, unfortunately, re-engagements 
are now very few; but if His Majesty’s 
Government would think over the ques- 
tion of making some provision for a 
bounty for re-engaged men—it need not 
be a large bounty, 10s. or £1 would do a 
great deal in that direction—it would 
enable the Militia force to retain one of 
its most valued constituents, namely 
the Militiamen who have served for some 
time in the regiment, and from which 
class our non-commissioned officers are 
obtained. 


I now come to the question of how the 
officers will be affected. I cannot help 
thinking that this Bill will put the officer 
in a far better position. We shall know 
exactly where we are. As things stand 
at present we do not know where we 
are. In the late war a great number of 
oflicers were put in a most unfair position. 
They did not like their regiments going 
on active service without them. In a 
great number of cases they were married 
men with families, and they were torn in 
two as to where their duty lay. I believe 
that if it was frankly stated to them that 
thev were under this liability if ordered 
abroad they would go cheerfully. 1 
know, so far as I myself am concerned, 
that it would lift a very great weight off 
my shoulders. With regard to the 
opinion of the Militia on this point, T may 
state that as long ago as 1896 the noble 
Earl, Lord Selborne, who I regret is not 
in his place to-day, and myself sent a 
circular letter to every commanding 
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officer in Great Britain and Ireland ask- 
ing him his opinion on certain matters 
in regard to the Militia, and amongst 
other questions we asked— 

“ Are vou in favour of enlisting the whole of 
the Militia for general service in case of war?” 

Some 112 commanding officers an- 
swered our letter. Of those eighty- 
seven were in favour of enlisting the 
Militia for general service and only 
fourteen against. The others did not 
answer the question or were doubtful. 
I think that is very stiong proof of how, 
even in those days, the Militia viewed 
this proposal. The noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War has alluded 
to the evidence taken before the Duke 
of Norfolk’s Commission, and I wish I 
had time to go into the evidence given 
on behalf of the Militia Recruiting As- 
sociation. There, again, the opinions of 
commanding officers of Militia were col- 
lected, and an overwhelming number of 
commanding officers were in favour of this 
change. Therefore, I think, as far as 
the force itself is concerned, they are 
almest entirely in favour of the change 
proposed. : 


With regard to the men, people are 
very apt to argue as if men in this coun- 
try had a dread of foreign service. Per- 
haps I speak froma rather different point 
of view from many others, for my men con- 
sist chiefly of industrial labourers and 
artisans. The proportion of those men 
who have been out of England is enor- 
mous. They have no dread whatever 
of going out of this country, and it is 
absurd to say that amongst the working 
classes there is any objection to going 
on foreign service or of moving about 
the world. As to the question of mar- 
ried men, my own experience is that the 
number of married men is very small 
indeed. In my regiment the men are 
considerably above the average age, yet 
out of considerably over 800 men only 
forty-three are married, The proportion 
of married men in the Militia is not at 
all large. One word with regard to 
employers of labour. The noble Marquess 
said he was afraid employers of labour 
would object to this proposal. Tf [ 
thought that argument affected the 
matter one way or the other I should 
be inclined to pause, but as I do not 
think employers of labour give the 
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slightest assistance, but in a great number 
of cases throw great obstacles in the 
way of recruiting for the Militia, I do 
not think the adverse opinion of em- 
ployers of labour should affect the 
question the least bit one way or the 
other. 


As to the advantages to the country, 
it seems hardly necessary to say that 
a scheme which gives the country 90,000 
more disposable men must be of great 
advantage to it. It seems to me that 
the danger of the present system of 
keeping a large number of men for an 
emergency which most people believe 
will never occur, is that those redundant 
units are apt to be lopped off in moments 
of economy, and that danger far out- 
weighs any danger which may arise 
from altering the conditions of service 
of the Militia. During the South African 
War a very large proportion of Militia 
units did volunteer, all honour to them, 
but at the same time your Lordships 
must not forget that a certain number 
of Militia units did not volunteer. Your 
Lordships can easily understand that it 
requires very little to turn men one 
way or the other. An unpopular colonel, 
an unpopular adjutant, an unpopular 
sergeant-major, a speech by somebody, 
or a patagiaph in a newspaper, may turn 
men from one way to the other. I do 
not think that any military system is 
fit to be called by that name which 
depends on conditions so uncertain as 
those. If your Lordships pass the Bill, 
and if His Majesty’s Government carry 
out in their entirety the promises made 
by the noble Marquess with regard to 
the equipment and training of the Militia, 
the country will, at practically the 
smallest cost, receive a vast addition to 
its Regular Forces prepared for service 
in any part of the world. 


*Lorp SALTOUN: My Lords, I wish 
to ask the noble Earl the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for War one Question about 
recruiting for the Militia and the Army. 
It is well-known to your Lordships that 
at the present time non-commissioned 
officers who recruit for the Militia get 
a certain advantage from that; and very 
frequently, when the recruit has been a 
short time drilling in the Militia, induce 
him to go on to the Regular Army, for 
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which they get another bounty. In that 
way the single recruit is in a dual posi- 
tion. Under this new scheme, which 
I am quite certain will be for the benefit 
of the Militia and will be greatly appreci- 
ated by both officers and men of that 
force, I think there ought to be some 
arrangement by which dual recruiting 
should be stopped. If a man et.lists 
in the Militia he should be kept for the 
Militia, ana if for the Army he should be 
kept for the Army. 


Ear SPENCER: My Lords, the de- 
bate to-night has been very interesting 
and, expressing as it does the opiiions 
held by so many who are connected with 
the Militia, must be of considerable value. 
The noble Lord who spoke last but one 
said that many of the speakers had 
hardly mentioned the word Militia. 1 
do not tnink that reproach is justified, 
It certainly cannot be made in the case 
of the speech of my noble friend Lord 
tipon, nor of that of the noble Earl 
who moved the Amendment. This Bill 
deals solely with the question of enlisting 
the Militia for foreign service in the event 
of war. We are always hearing accounts 
of the state of the Militia, and of the 
necessity of reforming that force and 
putting it it a more satisfactory condi- 
tion. I venture to say there is no pro- 
vision in this Bill which has that object. 
There is a great deal to be said in favour 
of doing something to put the Militia on 
a more satisfactory footing. | think 
most people will agree that the Militia 
in the past has been greatly neglected, 
and in consequence of neglect and also 
mismanagement the force has fallen a 
great deal from the position it held many 
vears ago. On January Ist, 1904, there 
were 32,601 men wanting to complete 
the establishment ; on January Ist. 1902, 
there were 21,148 wanting. That shows 
that there is still a great wastage and 
that the ranks of the Militia are not 
filling up as they should. 


I hold very strongly that the course 
that has been followed so much of late 
years of always having the Militia trained 
in camps away from their headquarters 
has had a very bad effect indeed on train- 
ing and on enlistment. I can speak for 
my own regiment which, last vear, for 
the 


Lord Saltoun, 
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first time in five years, were trained | 
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in the county town. Iam glad they are 
to be trained in the county again. This 
Bill, however, does nothing to improve 
the officers or secure better officers. 
What it does is to remove a practice 
which the noble Lord opposite. Lord 
Raglan, calls immoral, connected with the 
inducements to the Militia to volunteer 
for foreign service. The Bill no doubt, 
remedies that, and it has, I admit, attrac- 
tions to many people in that it is more 
straightforward in that respect than the 
present system. But I maintain with 
others who have spoken to-night that the 
Bill introduces a fundamental change; 
and a far greater change than any of 
those which have been referred to, in the 
constitution of the Militia. The noble 
Duke opposite, who always speaks with 
such authority, and to whom the House 
listens with deep interest, said that as 
great a change was made when the Militia 
were taken out of the hands of the Lords- 
Lieutenant of counties and put e tirely 
under the Secretary of State for War. 
That change was, no doubt. an important 
one, but it was justified by the require- 
ments of the day, and was nothing like 
so fundamental a change as the present 
proposal. No doubt this change will do 
away with the undue pressure that is 
sometimes put on Militiamen to enlist for 
foreign sevice; but surely that can be 
remedied by any determined colonel or 
bv the district general, or even by the 
War Office itself, and it is not necessary 
to make so great and fundamental a 
change to effect that. 


The noble Marquess opposite, who 
lately was Secretary of State for War, 
twitted my noble friend near me as to 
his views with regard to the blue-water 
school, but when the noble Marquess had 
explained his view it seemed to me to be 
almost identical with that of my noble 
friend. The noble Marquess told the 
House one thing that we were glad to 
hear, and that was that the proposal cf 
the Secretary of State to merge certain 
Militia} regiments in the  short-service 
Army had been given up. That is, no 
doubt, an important statement, but when 
the noble Marquess describes what the 
whole policy of the Government is. I 
confess I think it comes to very little. 
The noble Marquess says we want long 
service abroad and short service at home 
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but we know that now short service at | 
home is destroyed—at all events it has 
been suspended for a time owing to the 
impossibility of getting the men to en- 
list for short and long service at the same 
time. I cannot help thinking that the 
argument is a sound one that, though 
after a time all the regiments for long 
service may be filled up, the same diffi- 
culty will again arise if you enter on short 
service alongside the other. I cannot see 
how that part of the scheme can stand, 
and 1t seems to me a very serious draw- 
back to the whole scheme, because for 
the moment it destroys the power of 
getting Reserve men, which is such an 
essential consideration. 

[ will not go at length into the whole 
subject, but I would like to know what 
is to be done with regard to the Volunteer 
iorce, a force to which many of us attach 
enormous Importance. We believe that 
very often in the Army and elsewhere 
sufficient weight is not given to the ex- 
cellent quality of the men in the Volun- | 
teer force. We get in that force, just 
as we do in the Yeomanry, a much higher 
class of men, more intelligent and more 
able to do splendid work in the field. 
[ cannot share the views of my noble 
friend with whom I worked in the for- 
mation of the Volunteers, that in so 
doing we made the greatest mistake of 
our lives ; it is one of the proudest things 
I have to look back upon in my public 
life that I have done my utmost to assist | 
in the formation of the Volunteer force. 
The scheme put forward by the noble 
Marquess does not seem anything like 
so complete as that set forth in the speech 
of the Secretary of State last year. We 
do not know how much of that scheme 
will come forward again, and, therefore, | 
[ am not inclined at the present moment, 
for the very small gain obtained by en- 
abling Militiamen to enlist for, foreign | 
service, to support this proposal without 
having before me the complete scheme 
of the Government. Therefore, if my 
noble friend goes to a division I shall 
leel it my duty to support him. 


*THe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: My 
Lords, I do not intend to detain the House 
at gny length in replying upon the very 
interesting debate that has taken place. | 
{ would first deal with the criticism | 
made by the noble Earl who has just 


{380 Maren 1995} 
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sat down, in which he complains that 
there is nothing in this Bill to improve 
the Militia. It is my belief, and that 
belief has been supported by noble Lords 
who are Militia officers, that one of the 
effects of this Bill will be to make it 
easier to get officers for the Militia ; and, 
beyond that, how would the noble Karl 
expect us to improve the Militia by Act 
The way we hope to 
improve the Militia is through the Army 
Estimates. It is quite unnecessary for 
us to bring in a Bill to carry out these 
improvements. 


Eart SPENCER: That would justify 


us in voting against the Second Reading 


of the Bill. 


*THe Earn or DONOUGHMORE : Not 
at all. The noble Earl stated that my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
suggested originally that the Militia 
should be merged in the home-service 
Army and that that had now been 
dropped. That has not been dropped, 
because it has never been put forward. 


Kart SPENCER: It was proposed 
that certain Militia regiments should be 
merged in the short-service home Army. 


Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE : 
They were to be invited to join the short- 
service Army if they wished to. My 
right hon. friend made it clear that he 
would have preferred to see the whole o! 
the Militia merged in the short-service 
Army, but that he recognised public 
opinion was not in favour of such a 
change, and, therefore, he did not de- 
finitely put it forward. The noble Vis- 
count opposite has complained that he 
was still in the dark as to whether the 


| other members of His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment supported the scheme of my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for War. 
It is curious that he should have made 


‘that complaint within a few minutes of 


the noble Marquess the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs stating that his colleagues 


| associated themselves with the scheme. 


Viscount HAMPDEN : What scheme ? 


*Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE : 
The scheme so minutely outlined by the 


‘noble Viscount himself in the course of 
i 
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his speech. The noble Viscount com- 
plained that he does not understand the 
scheme. I think he understands it well, 
for he gave it to us very succinctly and 
clearly. With regard to the other point 
he raised, that the scheme will not in- 
crease the Reserve of the Army, I would 
refer him to a Return which we pre- 
sented to Parliament last vear. It was 
moved for in another place by Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman, and he will see 
from it that the Reserve under the pro- 
posed system would be larger than under | 
the present system. I can assure Lord 


{LORDS} 
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|Saltoun that the question of enlistment 
is one which will not be lost sight of in 
| working out the details. In reply to the 
noble Earl opposite, 1 would remind him 
| that our policy is to reduce the Volun- 
teers in numbers and apply the saving 
to improving their efficiency. I trust 
your Lordships will give this Bill a 
| Second Reading. 


On Question, “ That the word proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Question,” 
their Lordships divided :—Contents, 69 ; 
Not Contents, 21. 


CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Vane, E. (J/. Londonderry.) 

( L. Pre side nt. ) 
Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) 


Northesk, E. 
Onslow, E. 
Stanhope, E. 
Verulam, E. 


Waldegrave, E. 
Westmeath, E. 


sedford, D. 
Marlborough, D. 
Richmond and Gordon, D. 


Churchill, V. 


Colville of Culross, V. 


Bath, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 
Winchester, M. 


Falkland, V. 
Hardinge, V. 
Hill, V. 


Hutchinson, V. 


Clarendon, E. (L. Chamberlain) 
Bathurst, E. 
Brownlow, E. 
Camperdown, E. 
Cawdor, E. 
Denbigh, E. 
Devon, E. 
Drogheda, E. 
Ducie, E. 
Fitzwilliam, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Lathom, EF. 
Lucan, E. 


wore. ) 


Abinger, L. 
Allerton, L. 


srodrick, L. ( 
Colchester, L. 


Dunboyne, L. 
| Ellenborough, 
| Hothtield, L. 

Hylton, L. 


Kenyon, L. 


Barrymore, L. 


De Mauley, L. 


Kilmarnock, L. (£2. Frroll.) 
Lawrence, L. 
Ludlow, L. 
Manners, L. 
Manners of Haddon, L. 
CM. Granby.) 

Meldrum, L. (J. Huntly.) 
Methuen, L. 
Mostyn, L. 
Muncaster, L. 
Napier, L. 
Oranmore 
taglan, L. 
Ravensworth, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Romilly, L. 
tossmore, L. 
Rothschild, L. 
Saltoun, L. 
Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Silchester, L. (2. Longford.) 
Sinclair, L. 
L. Suffield, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


[Teller.] 


[Teller.] 


and Browne, L. 


(E. Donough- 


V. Midleton.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Northampton, M. 
Ripon, M. 


Hampden V. 


Buckinghamshire, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. 
Portsmouth, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Temple, E. 


Davey, L. 
Denman, L. 
Monkswell, L. 
Monson, L. 
O'Hagan, L. 
Reay, L. 


Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL [u.t.]. 
Read 3 (according to order) ; an Amend- | 
ment (Privilege) made ; Bill passed, and | 
sent to the Commons, 


Saye and Sele, L. 
Shuttleworth, L. 
Stanley of Alderley, L. 
Stanmore, L. 
Stewart of Garlies, L. 
(£. Galloway.) [Tells r.J 
Wemyss, L. (4. Wemyss.) 
[Teller.] 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL [x.1.]; PRIZE 
COURTS BILL [11.]; NAVAL PRIZE 
BILL [4.1.] 

Read 3* (according to order), and passed, 

and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 
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CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons and read I*; 
then (Standing Order No. xxxix having 
been suspended) Bill read 2°; Committee 
negatived ; Bill read 5°, and passed. 

House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


The following Bill received the Royal 
Assent—Consolidation Fund (No. 1). 


LEEDS CORPORATION (CONSOLIDATION) 
BILL. 

Returned ‘from the Commons, with the 

Amendments agreed to. 


House adjourned at Five minutes 
before Twelve o'clock, till 


To-morrow,  half-past Ten 


o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 50th March, 1905, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill. Read the third time, and 
passed, 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill, Read the 
third time, and passed. [New Title.] 


South Suburban Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Accrington Corporation Bill (by Order) ; | 
Accrington District Gas and Water Board | 


Bill(by Order), As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Malvern Water Bill. ‘‘ To confirm and 


legalise the construction of certain water- 
works constructed by the Urban District 
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| Council of Malvern for the supply of 


Water to their district ; to authorise the 
Council to construct additional water- 
works for the supply thereof; and for 
other purposes,” presented, and read the 
first time; and ordered to be read a 


second time. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill; Brent- 
wood Gas Bill; Great Berkhampstead Gas 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Croydon Gas Bill; North Sussex Gas 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table. 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act to regulate Whale Fisheries in 
Scotland.” [Whale Fisheries (Scotland) 
Bill [Lords.]} 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
for uniting the ecclesiastical parish of 
Holy Trinity, Portsea, with one or more 
contiguous parishes, and for authorising 
and carrying into effect an agreement 
between the Bishop of Winchester and 
the Admiralty for the sale of the church 
and vicarage house of Holy Trinity, 
Portsea, and for the disposal of the pur- 
chase-money and the endowments of the 
benefice; and for other purposes con- 
nected therewith.” [Holy Trinity, Port- 
sea, Bill [Lords.] 

Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 
JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Exmouth 
(four); Leicester; Liverpool; and 
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members of the London County Council ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against; from Earl’s Court; | 
Hayle; Newport (Essex); and South- 
sea; to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

(SUNDAY) BILL. 

Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 

t lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WINES IMPORTED. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 27th February; Mr. Gibbs]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 105.] 


ALIENS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 15th March; Mr. Cochrane]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 106.] 


NAVY (VOLUNTEER RESERVE). 
Copy presented, of the Regulations: 
the Civil and Administrative Rules, and 
the Acts providing for the Constitution 
of the Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Return of the 
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Areas, Population, and Valuation of | 
Counties, Burghs, and Parishes in 
Scotland [by Command], to lie upon 
the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 3, 1905). | 

Copy presented, of Memorandum on | 
the state of the African Protectorates | 
administered under the Foreign Office | 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ° 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Publication of the ‘‘ New Ireland Review.” 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Treland whether his attention has been 





Questions. 


called to the publication and free circula- 
tion of a work called the ‘‘ New Ireland 
Review”? by the Department of Agricul- 
ture; if he can state the entire cost of 
this work to the public; and whether, in 
view of the statements on page 15, he will 
explain why it should be circulated at 
the public expense. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) My 
hon. friend has been misinformed. The 
‘* New Ireland Review” is neither pub- 
lished nor circulated by the Department. 


Appointment of Miss Duffy as Crochet 
Lace Teacher at Monaghan. 

Mr. McK EAN (Monaghan, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will explain 
why the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for Ireland has 1e- 
fused to sanction the appointment made 
by the County Monaghan Committee of 
Technical Instruction of Miss Brigid 
Dutty, as crochet lace teacher, in view of 
the fact that Miss Duffy held a similar 
position withthe approval of the Depart- 
ment under the County Galway Com- 
mittee of Technical Instruction from 
1901 till 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Walt-r Long.) The 
Department refused to approve of the 
appointment of Miss Duffy because she 
was not qualified for teaching fine Clones 
crochet, which is an essential for county 
Monaghan. The work upon which Miss 
Dutfy was engaged in county Galway 
was chiefly raised crochet. 


Farms for Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County 
| Ossory) : To ask the Chief Secretary to 
ithe Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Estates Commissioners have got un- 
tenanted land on hand in any part of 
the country; and, if so, whether they 
are prepared to provide for Thomas 
M‘Cormack, Timahoe, Queen’s County, 
an evicted tenant, ‘who has already 


notified his willingness to accept an 
| equivalent farm elsewhere, 


(Answered by Mr. 
Sir, but 


Walter Long.) No, 
if the Commissioners should 


acquire untenauted land in this couaty 
the claims of evicted tenants will be con- 
sidered. 
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Reinstatement of Lord Lansdowne’s 
Evicted Tenants at Luggacurran. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any communications 
have passed between the Estates Com- 
missioners and Lord Lansdowne relative 
to the reinstatement of his evicted 
tenants at Luggacurran, Queen’s County ; 
and, if so, whether he can state what is 
the result of those negotiations, and also 
the number of evicted tenants who re- 
main unreinstated on the Luggacurran 
state of Lord Lansdowne. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) An in- 
spection of this estate is proceeding, and 
the inspector has been instructed to in- 
quire and report as to the reinstatement 
ofevicted tenants. I have no informa- 
tion as to the number of the latter. 


Tenant Purchasers in County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELU (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the actual number of persons who 
have purchased their farms in county 
Longford under the Land Purchase Act, 
1805, and whose agreements have been 
sanctioned by the Estates Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Ad- 
vances have been sanctioned to 313 
persons. 


Science Training Classes in Ireland. 

Mr. JOHN O’7DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any Part 
Il. organisers science classes, which deal 
with the programme for sixth and seventh 
standard pupils in boys’ schools, or any 
courses for training female teachers in 
the special programme in elementary 
science in girls’ schools have been held in 
the counties of Mayo or Galway ; whether 
the Commissioners of National Education 
intend to make provision for the training 
in these programmes of the teachers of 
these counties, for the majority of whom 
n0 technical schools are available; and, 
if not, whether they will have these pro- 
eTammes withdrawn. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether the Commissioners of | 
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National Education intend that in dis- 
tricts genera!ly where no technica! schools 
are available for training the teachers any 
science instruction is to be given to the 
sixth and seventh standard pupils in 
boys’ and girls’ schools respectively ; and, 
if so, what provision is to be made in 
these districts to give the teachers the 
necessary training to enable them to im- 
part such instruction, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
such classes have been held in Mayo or 
Galway, but teachers from both counties 
have attended classes of the kind in 
Dublin, No special arrangements have 
been made for these counties, but, as [ 
have already stated, the head organiser 
and two assistants have been per- 
manently retained to continue the train- 
ing of teachers in science. It is not in- 
tended to withdraw the programmes for 
the sixth and seventh standards. These 
programmes were promulgated  ten- 
tatively, and managers are strongly 
urged to submit for approval syllabuses 
to suit the particular requirements of their 
localities. Object-lessons on suitable 
subjects are considered sufficient in all 
standards in schools having only one 
teacher, or not having teachers specially 
qualified in science. 


Sitting of Sub-Land Commission at 
Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the inconvenience 
the small occupiers of land in the Castle- 
town Berehaven district have been sub- 
jected to by the action of the Sub-Land 
Commissioners, who recently held a 
sitting of their Court at Bantry, thereby 
causing some of the occupiers referred to 
to travel forty miles to have their cases 
heard; whether he has received a resolu- 
tion from the Castletown Berehaven Dis- 
trict Council in connection with this 
matter; and whether in future he will 
take steps to have a sitting of the Land 
Commission” Court held at Castletown 
Berehaven. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) The 
sittings of the Sub-Commissioners are 
fixed by the Land Commission, with due 
regard to the general convenience of all 
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the parties interested, and the time at the 
disposal of the Sub-Commissioners. No 
complaint was made at the recent sittings 
at Bantry of the nature referred to in 
the Question, and I have no power to 
intervene in the matter as suggested. 
The Land Commission, however, are 
always prepared to meet, as far as is 
possible, the expressed desire of the 
various parties, and I have communicated 
to them the resolution of the district 
council, 


Legalising of Colonial Marriages in this 
ountry. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he will 
lay upon the Table copies of the 
communications received from the 
Governments of the _ self-governing 
Colonies relative to the legalising in this 
country of marriages lawfully contracted 
in other parts of the Empire. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The communication on the subject which 
I have received is a despatch from the 
Government of the Australian Common- 
wealth, and I will lay that despatch 
upon the Table of the House. 


Issue of Transvaal Loan. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies whether he will lay upon the 


Table further correspondenec between | 


the Colonial Office and the Transvaal 
Government as to the issue of the 
Transvaal Loan; and whether he will 
include the draft Ordinance forwarded to 
the Transvaal on August 22nd, 1903, for 
sanction by the Legislative Council. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
All the material correspondence up to 
January, 1904, on this subject has been 
published in Cd. 1895. I do not propose 
to publish that which has taken place 
since, as it was of a strictly confidential 
character. The publication of the draft 
Ordinance would not, in my opinion, add 
any material information, but I shall be 
happy to send -a copy to the hon. 
Member if he desires to see it. 
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Questions, 


Negotiations with Colonies on Subject of 
Retaliation, etc., previous to 1902. 


Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether there are 
any records in the Colonial (Office of 
negotiations with the Colonial Ministers 
on the subject of retaliation and colonial 
preference previous to the Colonial 
Conference of 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte/ton.) 
I refer the hon. Baronet to the Prine 
Minister’s Answer to the Question of the 
hon. Member for Kincardineshire. 


Lost Dogs removed by the Metropolitan 
Police. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, having regard to the fact 
that out of 27,994 dogs removed by the 
Metropolitan Police from the streets of 
the Metropolis, 23,261 were taken to the 
Dogs Home, Battersea, and 4,181 
restored to their owners by the police, 
will he state in what districts the 552 
dogs which have not been accounted for 
were captured, and whether it is to be 
assumed that they were destroyed by 
the police. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 fear I cannot undertake to 
inform the hon. Member in what districts 
these 552 dogs were captured, but they 
are accounted for as follows :—505 of 
them escaped from the police, thirty-five 
were destroyed by the police, and twelve 
died whi'e in their hands. 


Free aaa | Passes for Members of 

arliament. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that in the British 
Colonies and on the Continent, Members 
of Parliament have free passes on the 
railways; whether he will approach the 
carrying corporations with a view to 
arrange that Irish Members shall have 
free passes to and from the House of 
Commons to Ireland during the session. 


(Answered by Mr, Bonar Law.) The 


Board of Trade are aware that in some 
countries free passes over the railways are 
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given to Members of the Legislature. It | asked for a copy of the report thereon. 
is not proposed to take any action in the | The circumstances of that accident did 
direction suggested by the hon, Member. | not seem to call for investigation, and an 
ii tei — — inquiry was not therefore ordered by 
— Wan Railway ~Teilare mt eel ipamneen 

hold Board of Trade Inquiry. British Trade with Canada and New 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to | Zealand. 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware) srr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
that an accident to live stock occurred on | Central): To ask the Secretary to the 
the Midland Great Western Railway Board of Trade if he can state the value of 
Company’s line in November, 1903; and | the imports into the United Kingdom from 
whether he will find out the reason given | (‘anada and New Zealand in 1896 and 
or explanation for the omission of | 1904 respectively ; and of the exports of 
holding the usual Board of Trade inquiry. | British goods to those Colonies in the 

| same vears. 

(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Tam 
not aware of any accident of the nature) (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
described on the Midland Great Western declared values of the imports into the 
Railway in November, 1903, but the hon. | United Kingdom from Canada and New 
Member is perhaps referring to an Zealand respectively, and of the exports 
accident on the 6th of that month to a_ thereto of British and Irish produce from 
cattle train on the Midland and Great the United Kingdom in 1896 and 1904 
Northern Joint Railway, as he recently were as follows :— 








| ' 
| Imports. Exports. 
Colony. ee 

1896. 1904. 1896. 1904. 
caaeamenmaime’ eens (a 

£ £ £ £ 
Canada - - - =! 16,047,263 22,621,164 | 5,552,029 | 10,624,221 

| | : ; 
New Zealand - : | §=8,060,360 | 12,741,510 5,995,092 6,315,090 


| 





Railways Employment (Prevention of | boxes and fire-irons as per Section 7; 
Accidents) Act, 1900—Rules. ‘whether look-out men are always 
Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the employed to give warning to men 
Secretary to the Board of Trade if he employed in relaying or other similar 
can state what are the results of the dangerous occupations on the permanent 
Board of Trade’s action in issuing the! way as per Section 9; and whether 
Statutory Rules and Orders, No. 616, on | applications have been received by the 
August 8th, 1902, pursuant to the| Board for extension of time as per 
Railwavs Employment (Prevention of | Section 10; and, if so, will he give the 
Accidents) Act. 1900; how many places | names of the companies applying and the 
where tow-roping and propping were | reference of such applications. 
practised have been prohibited under | 
Section 2 of the above rules; how many | (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) It is 
engines and tenders have been fitted with | not possible to state in detail what has 
power brakes under Section 3 ; how many | heen the action of the railway companies 
stations and sidings, where shunting | jy carrying out the statutory wales ie 
operations are carried on, have been | question. The Board are ready, as the 
lighted as per Section 4; how many | hon, Member is aware, to make inquiry 
places where point rods and signal wires | jnto cases where it is alleged that the 
have been covered over or removed under | ryles are not observed. Three companies 
Section 5; how many engines have been | have, under Rule 10, applied for, and 
provided with convenient places for tool’ have been granted, some extension of 
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time for complying with certa’n rules, 
viz., the Metropolitan District, and the 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
Companies in respect of Rule 5, and the 
Brecon and Merthyr Railway Company 
in respect of Rule 3. 


Questions, 


Perthshire Motor-Car Order—Omission 
of the Village of Bridge of Earn. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask the lLord-Advocate on what 


ground the village of Bridge of Earn was | 
omitted by the Secretary for Scotland | 
from the scheduled areas in the recent | 
Motor-Car Order for Perthshire ; whether | 


he has received memorials on the subject 


from the parish council and school board , 
the | 


showing that the road through 
village is one much frequented by motors, 


ind that considerable danger is appre- | 


hended irom the absence of any limitation 


on the speed of motors passing through | 
limitation of | 


the village; whether a 
speed is imposed in other and smaller 
villages on the same and similar roads in 
Perthshire ; and, if so, whether, in view 
of the feeling in the locality, he will 
amend the Order accordingly and impose 
a maximum rate of speed within the 
village. 

(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 
memorials referred to are received at the 
Scottish Office. 
ing speed at Bridge of Earn, among other 
places, was considered by the late Secre- 
tary for Scotland, who had a personal 
conference with the road authority of 
Perthshire before issuing the order 


limiting speed at various points in the | 


county, and whose decision was that 
sufficient ground was not made out for 


including the road at Bridge of Earn | 
The present | 


in the restricting order. 
Secretary for Scotland sees no resson for 
departing from that decision, which was 
reached after careful and 
consideration, and with an 
knowledge of the county. I may remind 


the hon. Member that the road authority | 


ere entitled to erect warning signposts 
at points where no speed limit is imposed 
it they think it necessary. 


Lift Accident in a City Hotel—Precautions 
for Public Safety. 


THOMAS DEWAR — (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the 


Sir 
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The | 


‘The question of restrict- 


repeated | 
intimate | 
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Que-tions. 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to a recent inquest held before 
Dr. Waldo concerning the death of a 
young woman who lost her life through 
falling down a lift ina City hotel; and, 
in view of the recommendation of the 
jury that all lifts should be provided 
with locking gates, and in the case of the 
Metropolis be subject to inspection by 
the London County Council, will he 
communicate with that body on the 
subject, or take such other steps as he 
may consider prudent in the interest 
of the public safety. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
|Douglas.) 1 have not received any 
report of the inquest referred to in the 
| Question. The safe construction, arrange- 
/ment, and fencing of lifts is a matter 
which is carefully attended to in factories, 
| warehouses, and other places coming 
| under the Factory Act; but there are no 
/ powers, so far as I am aware, to deal 
with the matter in other places such as 
| hotels and offices. Legislation would be 
|required for the purpose, which I am 
afraid I cannot promise to undertake ; 
/but any proposals for giving — local 
authorities the power of dealing with 
the matter would receive my careful 
consideration. 


Motor-Car Drivers --Convictions for 


Failure to produce Licences. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
/ment, having regard to the wording ci 
| Section 3 (4) of the Motor-Car Act, 1905. 
| will he state whether any persons holding 
a licence for driving a motor-car have 
been summoned for not producing such 
licence when demanded by the police; 
and, if so, will he state the number oi 
prosecutions, and the number of convic- 
| tions obtained; and, to meet the case of 
motor driver licence-holders who do not 
happen to have the licence in their 
personal possession at the time it is 
| demanded, will he consider the expediency 
| of instructing the police to enter prosecu- 
| tions in those cases only in which the 
| motor driver's assertion that he has taken 
| out a licence has proved on inquiry to 


| be false. 
| 


~e 
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{Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My information extends to the 
Metropolitan Police District only. In 
that district, between the Ist January, 
1904, and the 28th February, 1905, 250 
summonses were taken out by the 
Metropolitan Police against drivers for 
failing to produce their licences, and 
these resulted in 216 convictions, The 
hon. Member will hardly expect me to 
issue instractions to the police which 
would be in contravention of the plain 
words of Section 3 of the Motor-Car 
Act, 1903, which makes it an offence to 
fail to produce the licence on the demand 
of a constable 


* 
Condition of Roads in Regent's Park. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): To ask 
the hon. Member for Chorley, as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether the attention of the Office of 
Works has been called to the unsatis- 
factory state of the roads in Regent’s 
Park, the roughness of whose surface 
has been leng complained of by cyclists 
ind by persons driving in the park; and 
whether steps will be forthwith taken to 
bring them ‘nto a better condition. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
siate of these roads has been enzaging 
the attention of the First Commissioner 
ior some time past. He hopes to be 
ible to effect some improvement. 


Adoption of Recommendations of the 
Bradford Committee's Report. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
ield): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he has vet formulated anv 
definite scheme to give effect to any of 
the recommendations of the Bradford 
Report; and, if so, will he state the 
perticulars or say when they will be 
furrished to the House. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
Memorandtm which is in the hands of 
lon. Members to-day gives the desired 
particulars. 


Electro Peat-Coal Manufacture. 
Me. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secretary 
1o the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Department of Agriculture have 


appointed an expert to inquire into 
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and report upon the electro peat-coal 
manufacture; and whether it can he 
successfully carried out in Treland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department have inquired into certain 
processes for the manufacture of peat 
fuel by electricity, but, in the absence of 
information as to the particular proce-s 
referred to in the Question, they are not 
prepared to express any opinion as t) 
whether it could be successfully carrie 1 
out in Treland. 


Transit in Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD: ‘To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state what the Govern- 
ment propose doing to carry into effect 
the Resolution recently unanimousiv 
passed by the House to amend, modify, 
and cheapen transit conditions in Ireland. 


(Answered by My. Walter Long.) Legis- 
lation would be necessiry to give effect 
to the Resolution, and I am unable to 
give an undertaking that the Govern- 
ment will introduée such legislation. 


Beet Sugar Cultivation and Manufactur 
in Ireland. 

Me. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the results accruinz 
to German agriculturists from the 
cultivation of sugar beet, he will advise 
the Department of Agriculture to estab- 
lish an experimental farm for the purpose 
of testing beet stigar culture and manu- 
facture in Ireland, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to this Question is in the negative, 
for the rersons stated in my reply to the 


hon. Member on the 23rd instant.? 


Mountmellick Petty Sessions—Town Com- 
missioners and Fines for Drunkenness. 
Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what portion 
of the fines for offences of drunkenness 
imposed at petty sessions, Mountmellick, 
go to the Town Commissioners: and 
whether he will instruct the police to 
prosecute all charges of drunkennes: 





See page 940, 
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committed within the township in the ! 
town Court instead of at petty sessions. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tn 
the case of fines imposed at petty sessions 
for drunkenness committed within the 
town one-half of the penalty goes to the 
Town Cominissioners and the other half 
to the police. The police, however, pro- 
secute at the town Court in all cases of 
offences of drunkenness committed by 
residents of the town, in which case the 
entire penalty goes to the Commissioners, 
and they prosecute at petty sessions in 
those cases only in which the offender 
resides outside the town or his residence 
is not known. This arrangement, which 
has been in operation for the past twenty 
years, is regarded as equitable, in view 
of the concurrent jurisdiction in respect 
of the offence of drunkenness which 
exists between the town Court and petty 
sessions Court. 


Case of Police v. John Munnelly. 

Mr. O’ KELLY (Mayo, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
minute made by the magistrates at 
Belmullet Petty Sessions on February 
27th, recording their decision in the case 
of the Police v. John Munnelly, and in 
the case of John Munnelly v. the Police. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
each of the three cases referred to in my 
Answer to the hon. Member’s ‘Question 
of the 27th instant,f the order of the 
magistrates, as recorded in the Order 
Book, is ‘‘ Dismissed on merits.” In a 
fourth case, in which the police prose- 
cuted Mr. Munnelly for using threatening 
language to one Michael Maguire, the 
order, similarly recorded, is “ Munnelly 
ordered to enter into recognisances to 
keep the peace and be of good behaviour 
for twelve months, himself in £20 
(Twenty pounds).” 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants on the 
Coyne Estate, Belmullet. 

Mr. O'KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of , 
Treland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received any communication 
from the evicted tenants on the Coyne 
state, Belmullet Union, county Mayo, 





| See page 1182. 
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Questions. 


on the subject of their reinstatement on 
the purchase of the estate; and whether 
the Commissioners have taken any steps 
to ascertain if the landlord is willing to 
sell; ifnot, whether they propose to do so 
in order that these evicted tenants may 
be restored to their former holdings or 
to new and enlarged holdings. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners do not propose to take 
any special steps with respect to this 
estate, which has not yet been brought 
before them for sale, but the applications 
of the evicted tenants will not be lost 
sight of, and will be duly considered 
when a suitable opportunity presents 
itseli. 


Irish Department of Agriculture—Un- 
expended Balances. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Treland to what funds, 
being the total amounts unexpended ot 
their several annual grants since 1900, 
is the Department of Agriculture and 


Technical Instruction in Ireland at 
present entitled. 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It is 


assumed that this Question relates to the 
Department’s endowment fund which, 
however, is made up of capital sums as 
well as of annual receipts under Section 
15 of The Agriculture and ‘echnical 
Instruction Act, 1899. The unexpende:| 
balances of the Department’s annual 
income at present amount to, approxi- 
mately, £177,000, of which £115,000 ‘s 
already earmarked for technical instruc- 
tion in county boroughs and county and 
urban districts, for sea fisheries, and for 
buildings at the Royal Veterinary College 
and at the Munster Institute, in accord- 
ance with Section 16 of the Act. 


Appointment of Manager of Lislea No. | 
National School. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armag), Mid.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
what were the local differences which led 
the National Board to refuse to appoint 
a local manager, as requested in the 
memorial of the parents of children 
attending the Lislea No. 1 National 


School, county Armagh, instead of the 
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present temporary manager, who resides 
twenty miles distant from the school; 
and whether he is aware that the lessee 


of the school is Mr. R. R. Murphy, J.P. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
local difference referred to was a differ- 
ence of opinion as to the most fitting 
appointment to be made. No memorial 
was received from the parents of the 
children until after the appointment of 
the present temporary manager, and the 
Commissioners saw no sufficient reason 
to vary that appointment. The case 
will come up for review within the next 
three months. Mr. R. R. Murphy is not 
the lessee of the school. The Commis- 
sioners, in whom the school is vested, are 
themselves the lessees. 


Sale of Soldiers’ Effects—Amount Realised 
since South African War. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what is 
the annual amount realised since the 
outbreak of the South African War from 
the sale of soldiers’ effects under the 
Regimental Debts Act. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The amounts realised by the 
sale of soldiers’ kits, etc., are not recorded 
separately from other credits due to their 
estates, and could not be ascertained 
without examining each account; this 
would involve an amount of labour which 
cannot be undertaken. 


Army Boot Contracts—Fair Wages 
Clause. 

Mr. BELL: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he is aware 
that a strike is in progress of boot and 
shoe operatives employed by Government 
contractors in Raunds in consequence of 
the employers’ violation of the Fair Wages 
Clause governing contracts; and if he 
will inquire the cause and insist upon the 
Fair Wages Clause being observed in all 
contracts for boots for the use of His 
Majesty’s Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arno'd- 
Forster.) Tam aware ofastrike amongst 
some of the workpeople at Raunds. Ido 


not understand that the strike is in, 


conseqiience of any violation of the 
Wages Clause of the War Department 
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contracts. [ understand that the strike 
is caused by the refusal of certain 
manufacturers to adopt a schedule of 
prices which has been agreed to by some 
other manufacturers. Every endeavour 
is made to secure the strict observance 
of the Wages Clause in all War Depart- 
ment contracts. If and when I have 
reason to believe that the wages being 
paid are not those generally current in 
the district (as required by the Wages 
Clause), I will, in this as in all other 
cases. cause an inquiry to be instituted 
at once. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshir», 
B.): Toask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the statement 
of wages to be paid for Army boot work 
under Government contracts agreed on 
in June, 1904, at a meeting of Army 
contractors and workmen’s  represen- 
tatives, signed in September, 1904, by the 
representatives on both sides, and 
accepted by the War Office at a deputa- 
tion on 17th November as evidence of the 
current scale of wages, has been set 
aside by several contractors who have 
tendered for, and obtained, contracts, and 
are offering the work at prices lower 
than those agreed to, and even below 
those previously paid; and what steps 
he proposes to take to secure that the 
Fair or Current Wage Clause of Govern- 
ment contracts shall be observed. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) A statement was agreed to by 
certain of the contractors and signed by 
their representatives. It did not repre- 
sent the whole of the contractors in the 
district, and it was afterwards partially 
repudiated. It was never accepted by 
this Department as a statement of wages to 
be paid. it was merely regarded as some 
evidence of a desire to arrive at a uniform 
seale. This was made quite clear at the 
time to the deputation. If, and when, the 
Department has reason to believe that 
the Wage Clouse of War Department 
contracts is being infringed, steps will 
at once be taken to secure its due 
observance. 


Expenditure under the Military Works 
Acts. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
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what is the amount spent under the | are allowed to enter the engineering de 

Military Works Acts during the current | partment? I want to advertise this. 

vear; and what is the estimated amount 

to be spent under these Acts for the, Mr. PRETYMAN: I think the hon. 

ensuing year. | Gentleman has already accomplished that, 
| but it has not affected recruiting for the 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- | Navy. 

Forster.) The expenditure for the year | 

ending 3lst March, 1905, will amount to} Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL rose to put a 

about £3,370,000. The expenditure to be | further Question. 


incurred in 1905-6 is still under con: | : 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


sideration. | ; 
| hon. Member announced that he wanted 
to advertise something. This is not the 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. __| time or place for that. 





Vegetable Rations—The National 
Antarctic Expedition. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the National Ant- 
arctic Expedition was supplied wit) 
Maconochie’s vegetable rations ; whether 
these rations, or the greater part of them, 


Naval Engineering Department—Enlist- 
ment of Youths. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
IT beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the Admiralty 
authorities are now endeavouring to 
procure the services of boys and youths 
under eighteen who were formerly only proved to be unfit for consumption ; and 
enlisted as bluejackets for the engineer- | whether the crew of the “ Discovery” 
ing department of the Roval Navy; if | were in danger of an outbreak of scurvy 
so, will those boys and youths be subject, from want of vegetables. 
as in the case of boys and youths who 
enlist as bluejackets in the Royal Navy, 
to floggings, according to the King’s Regu- 
lations, and to canings for trivial offences, 
such punishments to be inflicted by the 
ship’s police and in the presence of all the 
boys on board ship; and, if so, will the 
bovs and youths thus invited to enlist 
and their parents and guardians be 
apprised of the conditions of service in 
the Royal Navy. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No rations were 
supplied by the Admiralty to the 
“Discovery.” Some of the rations pur- 
chased by the Admiralty for the ‘ Terra 
| Nova” Relief Expedition were supplied 
| by Messrs. Maconochie, But as regards 
| that ship, there is no foundation whatever 
for the suggestion contained in the latter 
_ part of the hon. Member’s Question. 


peewee : | *Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 

Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- | £.): As this question affects me 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- | personally, may I be allowed to make a 
bridge): Boys are being entered for train- | statement to the House. No meat and 
a for > artificer a of = — | vegetable rations similar to those supplied 
Navy. 1ey are Subject to the general! to South Africa were supplied to the 
rules as regards discipline in force in the | “ Discovery.’ The pa did supply 
Royal Navy. The recruiting pamphlet | a quantity of general stores, The balance 
states the general conditions of service,| not consumed arrived in London in 
including the liability referred to in) perfect order, and was passed by the 
the second part of the hon. Member's | Medical Ofiicer of Health. Samples have 
Question. | been exhibited at 165, Queen Victoria 
— | Street, for many weeks past, and the 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Now I) bulk may be seen by the hon. Member if 
want to put this plain Question. Are|he wishes. Independent expert declara- 
these boys subject to flogging with the | tions have been received by the compan’ 
birch or cane as in the case of ordinary | proving the high quality of the goods. 
bluejackets, and is that fact made perfectly | No complaint has been received. The 
well known to parents before the boys whole of the books connected with thes: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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particular transactions are open to the 
inspectio.: of the hon. Member, and every 
assistance and information will be given 
to him, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEIJLL: Order, 
order! This is not a personal explana- 
tion. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE: I wish to point 
out that this persistent system of pursu- 
ing @ firm—— 


Mer. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
order! Sit down. 


Order, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask hon. 
Members to leave me to take care of the 
order of the House. The hon. Member 
is now going beyond a personal explana- 
tion. If he is not satisfied with the very 
complete Answer given to the Question, he 
miy add anything relating to the Answer 
to the Question, but he is gong beyond 
that. 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE : I fully appreciate 
the concession made to me, and will only 
say that [ am as anxious as_ hon. 
Members for an early discussion, and shall 
be only too glad if it comes spee lily. 


Admiralty Surgeon at Belmullet. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he will state the grounds on which the 
application of Dr. MacHale, medical 
officer of Belmullet district, for the ap- 
poin‘ment of surgeon to the Admiralty in 
that place, was rejected, seeing that for 
fifty years the position was held by Dr. 
MacHale’s predecessors as local medical 
officer; if he will state why, contrary to 
invariable practice, a doctor living in 
another part of the country was zppointed 
to the vacancy ; and if he will also state 
the fees now being puid to this doctor 
and the fees paid annually for the pre- 
vious ten years; the number of coast- 
guards to be attended; and whether, 
before appointing the present surgeon, 
the Admiralty made any effort to have 
the work done for less than what they 
are now paying. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The Admiralty did 
not consider that Dr. MacHale was the 
most suitable gentleman for the post, | 


VOL. CXL. [Fourth Serres] 


{30 Maren 1905} 


Questions. 1714 


and it has never been the practice to 
appointa man simply because his pre- 
decessor held the appointment of surgeon 
and agent. The present holder of the ap- 
pointment is pud 10s. a visit. Previously 
the ordinary surgeon and agent’s fees of 
2s, 6d. per visit were allowed. It is not 
possible to state the precise amount paid 
in fees annually during the previous ten 
years without an elaborate investigation 
of records, which would involve consider- 
able clerical labour and time. The 
number of coastguards to be attended at 
the five stations under the surgeon and 
agent’s charge is thirty. The reply to 
the last part of the hon. Member’s Ques- 
tion is in the negative. 


The New Rifle -Re-arming the Infantry, 
Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 


| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War whether, secing thit the new pattern 
rifle is to be issued to mounted troops 
only, he can state what steps are being 
taken with reference to the re-armament 
of the infantry. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNoup-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): No steps are at present being taken 
to re-arm the infantry in the United 
Kingdom and the Colonies. 


Sale of Military Buildings -Comptroller- 
General's Inquiries. 

Caprain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Sceretary of State for War it he can 
ste what replies, if any, have been 
furnished to the «ueries of the Comp- 
troller-General respecting sale of build- 
ings and other matters referred to on 
pages 21 and 22, Military Works Account, 
1903-1904. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In three 
cases replies have been sent in accordance 
with the requirements of the Auditor- 
General. Ina fourth case the reply has 
been followed by a further query, which 
is now being dealt with. Replies to the 
remaining queries await the result of 
communic.tions with South Africa. 


German Emperor's Visit to Gibraltar. 
Sir GHORGE BARTLEY (Islingioa, 
N.): I beg to ask tlie Seeretaury of Stite 
for War whether, during the proposed 
visit of the Emperor of Germany and his 
3 O 
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staff to Gibraltar, only those parts of the 
fortress will be shown which are open 
to British subjects; and whether the 
same rules as to photographing the 
fortress or any parts of it will also be 
upheld which are rigidly enforced on 
British subjects. 





Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: Subject 
to the Regulations contained in Appen- 
dix V. of the King’s Regulations, the 
responsibility resis with the General 
Officer Commanding concerned, wich 
whose discretion it is not proposed in 
any way to interfere. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: Am I to 
understand that greater facilities are to 
be given to an Emperor who is building 
a fleet that may be used against us than 
are given to loyal subjects of His 
Majesty ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
nothing to add to the Answer I have 
given. 


Employment of Colonial Troops-—— 
Allocation of Charges 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I beg 
to ask the Secretory of State for War 
whether the cost of the Colonia! troops, 
raised in South Airica for the defence of 
their Own coun'ry, was borne by the 
Imperial Treasury; whether the normal 
expenses of the King’s African Rifles, 
employed in Somaliland, were defrayed 
from the fund of the sever.] Protec- 
torates which were not concerned with 
the expedition on which their troops 
served; and what is the reason for the 
difference in policy in these two cases, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The cost 
of the Colonial troops, specially raised 
for the war, was borne by Imperial funds 
up to 31st October, 1901; after that date 
it was borne by Coloni:l funds. The 
normal -ost of such colonial troops as 
existed beiore the war was borne by 
Colonial funds throughout, so long as the 
troops were emploved within the borders 
of the colony. The normal cost of the 
King’s African Rifles emploved in Somali- 
land was borne by the funds of the 
Protectorates to which the several con- 
tingents belonged, except that of the 
6th battalion, which was borne by the 
funds of the Somaliland Protectorate, 
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Questions. 


As the Protectorates are not self-support- 
ing, the ultimate incidence of the whole 
cost of the Somaliland operations was 
necessarily upon Imperial funds. 


Salisbury Plain Works. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Dewsbury, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War what has been the total 
expenditure on buildings and all other 
works on Salisbury Plain since the land 
on which they stand was purchased by 
the War Office. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: — The 
capital expenditure is about £1,400,000. 


India—-The Plague Inquiry. 
Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 


On behalf of the hoa. Member 
for West Denbighshire, I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India 


whether, in connection with the scientific 
expedition to be sent out to India to 
investigate the origin and causes of 
plague, the co-operation of those in the 
areas affected possessing a knowledge of 
the difficulties of the problem from an 
Indian standpoint will be sought; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of adding to the Committee an Indian 
member with speci: experience of plague. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): There seems to be some misun- 
derstanding as to the object and scope of 
the inquiry. The administrative aspects 
of plague were exhaustively dealt with 
by Sir Thomas Fraser’s Commission of 
1898-9, and the practical difficulties of 
combating the disease are familiar to 
the Indian Government and its officers. 
The present investigation will be confined 
to purely scientific problems, in the hope 
that, if these are solved, advance will be 
made in the practical treatment o: the 
disease. The composition of the expedi- 
tion has been settled on the advice of the 
two scientific societies which have under- 
taken to supervise the inquiry, and | do 
not propose to add another investigator 
to those already selected. ‘The expedition 
will work in the plagne-affected areas, 
and will naturally avail itself of local 
knowledge and co-operation in respect of 
matters within the scope of the inquiry. 
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Questions. 


Public-House Licence Duties. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer what is his estimate of the 
amount likely to be derived from the 
duty on publicans’ licences in the current 
year; whether he is aware that the 
Treasury has estimated that the im- 
position of an ad valorem duty on all 
licensed houses equal to that now im- 
posed upon the smallest houses would 
produce a revenue of £3,500,000 per 
annum ; and whether, before asking the 
House to continue existing taxes on 
necessaries, he will consider the propriety 
of increasing these duties by making all 
houses pay at the rate now paid for the 
smallest houses, 


THe CHANCELLOR or rue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The estimate of 
the amount likely to be derived from the 
duty on publicans’ licences in the current 
vear was about £1,750,000. The s-cond 
paragraph of the Question is founded ona 
misapprehension of an Answer which I 
gave to the hon. Member last year.t I 
then st ited that it wes roughly estimated 
that the total annual value of public- 
houses, exclusive of hotels, in England 
and Wales, was about £7,000,000, and 
that 50 per cent. of £7,000,000 would 
amount to £3,500,000. This is a simple 


arithmetical fact, but it by no means, 


follows that this amount of revenue could 
be obtained by imposing a 50 per cent. ad 
vatorem licence duty on all such houses. 
Such a tax would, I conceive, certainly 
extinguish many of the houses, and no 
estimate has been made by the Treasury 
of the effect of its imposition on the 
total annual value of all public-houses. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
propriety of increasing the duties as sug- 
gested before he brings in his next Budget. 


consider all the suggestions made to me, 
but I cannot say that I derive great 
advantage from many of them. 


Arrests on Insufficient Grounds. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
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| Beck case. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I, 
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‘Home Department whether, in view of 


the number of cases that have recently 
been brought to his notice of persons 
being imprisoned against ‘whom no charge 
was ultimately brought forward or sub- 
stantiated, and of the increasing difficulty 
for guilty persons to mike good their 
escape, he can see his way to issue general 
orders to the police to adopt a system of 
surveillance while inquiries are being made, 
and to refrain from indiscriminate arrests 
until some charge has been made good on 
reliable evidence. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr 


, AxERS-Douc.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ; 


The bon. Member is mistaken in thinking 
that many cases have recently been 
brought to my notice in which persons 
have been apprehended on insufficient 
grounds. On the contrary, considering 
that the annual number of apprehensions 
in England and Wales exceeds 350,000, 
the number of complaints I receive 
alleging arrest on insufficientgrounds is ex- 


| traordinarily small, and aliords a striking 


testimony to the care and discretion with 
which the police exercise the powers 
which the liw confers on them. A 
system of surveillance such as the hon. 
Member suggests would be quite im- 
practicable. 


Mr. LOUGH: But I know of cases 
that have been brought to the notice of 
the Home Secretary. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: It is true 
that the hon. Member has written to me 
about four cases. ‘Two were Irish—Irish 
cises are not dealt with by me, but by 
the Irish Government. One (the Harrods’ 
Stores Case) was that ot Bradley 
and Gapp, who got heavy damages 
from the Stores, and this shows whose 
fault the arrest was. The other was the 
In this Beck was given in 
charge by a woman, and the officer could 
not have refused to take him into 
custody. 


Home Office and Petitions for the Royal 
Prerogative of Mercy. 


Carrain NORTON: I beg to ask 


to ask the Secretary of State for the | the Secretary of State for the Home 


t See (4) Debates, exxxix., 1562. 


Department, whether in framing new 
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regulations for the Criminal Prosecu- 
tions and the Criminal Appeals 
Departments of the Home Office, as 
recommended by the Beck Commit’ee of 
Inquiry, he will consider the desirability 
of discontinuing the practice of receiving 
secret and so-called confidential informa- 
tion adverse to the persons charged or 
convicted, and of withholding such ‘n- 
formation from the persons concerned. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOU(GLAS: There is no 
Criminal Prosecutions Department or 
Criminal Appeals Department in the 
Home Office. Those prosecutions which 
are undertaken on behalf of the Govern- 
ment are conducted by the Director of 
Public Pros-cutions; and criminal 
appeals, where the right of appeal exists, 
are ma'ters for the Courts of Law. The 
hon. Member no doubt refers to the 
Department of the Home Office which 
has to deal with petitions which are 
addressed to the Secretary of State 
praying for the exercise of the Prerogative 
of Mercy in criminal eases. I can only 
say that ‘t is essential that, in considering 
such petitions, [ should be able to 
communic .te confidentially with Judges, 
magistrates, and the police. If I could 
not do so, the number of cases in which 
I can now advise the exercise of the 
Prerogative would be seriously restricted. 


Mr. LOUGH: Have the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee been carried out. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, all the 
recommendations made by the Master ot 
Rolls Committee have been carried out, 
or are on the eve of being carried out 
—except one, the reason for which was 
fully explained to the House. 


Swine Fever in Ireland. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if he will state whether, in 
view of the returns of alleged swine fever 
in Ireland during the past seven weeks, 
he will remove the restrictions at present 
in force against the landing of Irish pigs 
in England. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Attwyn FELLowEs, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): My Answer 


(COMMONS! 





Questions, 1720 
must be in the negative, for the 
reasons which I indicated in my 


reply to the hon. Member for Queen’s 
County on the 20th ultf. As I then 
explained, the recent action of the Board 
was founded upon the fact that in Ireland 
no precauilonary measures are taken 
against the movement of diseased swine, 
or swine which may have been exposed 
to infection, from one part of Ireland to 
another, and the fact that five outbreaks 
of the disease have been reported during 
th» present year shows that there would 
still be a danger of its introduction into 
Great Britain if the restrictions were 
withdrawn. 


Building By-laws in Rural Districts. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board if, 
in view of the fact that the building by- 
laws are more stringent in certain rural 
districts than in the county of London, 
he will take steps to compel their with- 
drawal, and jssue practically uniform 
reasonable building regulations. 


THE PRESIDENT ov tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Ratrour, Leeds, Central): The subject 
of building by-laws in rural districts is 
receiving my attention; but I am not 
empowered to compel the withdrawal of 
existing by-laws or to issue building 
regulations in their place. 


Underfed School Children. 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Loc:l 
Government Poard whether, acting on 
the powers conferred upon his Depart- 
ment by Section 10 of the Act 42 and 43 
Vi-.. ¢c. 54, he will recommend thit 
boards of guardians be authorised to 
vote the necess:ry funds to enable 
education authorities to undertake, sub- 
ject to proper safeguards, the provision 
of meals to destitute children. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
advised that boards of guardians would 
not be empowered by the section men- 
tioned by the hon. Member to give 
effect to the arrangement to which h> 
refers, 





t See (4) Debates, cxli., 585. 

















eS SOU 


Sed 








1721 Questions. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: J will eall 
at‘ent.on to this matier on the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill. 


Irish National Holiday —Railway 
Traffic Limitations. 
Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 


of Trade whether, seeing that an Act of | 


Parliament has been passed mating 
March 17th a national holiday, which 
legalises the closing of banks and o her 
public institutions in [reland, he will 


consider the advisability of making an | 


Order confining railway traffic in that 
country to the limits beyond which they 


do not go on Good Friday and Christmas | 


Day in each year. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to rye KOA!D or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Gl .sgow, Blackfriars) : 
The Board of Trade have no power to 
make such an Order, 


Annunciators in the Dining-Rooms and 
Tea-Rooms of the House of Commons. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is prepared to furnish the 


amount of money requisite for the erec- | 


tion of annunciators in the dining-rooms 
and tea-rooms, 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg also 
to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether he will have annunciators 
installed in the dining-rooms and _tea- 
rooms for the convenience of Members. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): No provision has been made 
in the Estimates for this service, and the 
First Commissioner is not therefore pre- 
pared to instal annunciators in the rooms 
In question during the year 1905-6, The 
suggestion of the hon. Member will be 
favourably considered in framing the 
Estimates for 1906-7. 


Admiralty Courtyard, Whitehall. 
GenERAL LAURIE (Pembrok: and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether 
he is yet able to make any announcement 


a3 to tho removal of the plaster and | 
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| wooden panelling placed at the back of 
| the colonnade on the Whitehall front of 
| the courtyard of the Admiralty. 

| Lorp BALCARRES: The First Com- 
missioner has personally examined the 
screen, and is quite willing to remove 
the sliding wooden doors referred to, 
but doubts the advantage of doing so. 
The screen wall at the back of the 
colonnade is built of stone repaired with 
plaster and painted; it forms an integral 
part of the structure designed by Robert 
Adam, and cannot be removed. 


Questions. 


Motor Engines for Fishing Boats. 
Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to ask 
'the Lord-Advocate if he will endeavour 
| toarrange that the operation of fixing a 

tri:] motor engine into a fishing boat at 

\berdeen ‘vill take place during the Easter 

holidays, so that Members interested may 

be able to be present. 


*Pue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I am not 
able to promise that a vessel equipped 
with motor engines will be ready for 
inspection by the time mentioned by the 
hon. Member, but matters are being 
pushed forward as rapidly as possible. 


Motor Traffic—Ayrshire County Council 
Regulations. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advocate if the regulations 
submitted by the Ayrshire County Council 
with reference to motor traffic have now 
been approved by the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : The Secretary 
for Scotland hopes to be able to issue 
this Order in the course of next week. 


Lisbellaw Petty Sessions Appeal. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S8.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
what official or department is responsible 
for authorising the statement of a case 
from the Lisbellaw Petty Sessions, in the 
matter of Inspector Murnane v. the 
Justices of Fermanagh, heard recently in 
the King’s Bench, Dublin; whether he is 
aware that the Lord Chief Justice, when 
delivering judgment, stated that the 
matter before them was in itself of little 
or no importance; and if he will state 
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the cost incurred by the Crown for wit- 
nesses and lawyers in this case. 


Questions. 





THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxtnson, Londonderry, 
N.): The police were directed by the 
Executive to apply to have a case stated. 
I decline to state the names of the several 
officials before whom the motter came. 
The point involved in the case was most 
important, namely, whether, in the case 
of the sale of drink to a person who was 
at the time in fact drunk, knowledge of 
his condition on the part of the vendor 
was necessary to constitute an offence 
under the statute. The Court decided, 
according to the contention of the Crown, 
that such knowledge was not necessary. 
What the Chief Justice said was, that ‘‘ it 
was really of very little importance what 
became of the particular case, but that it 
was of grave importance to the adminis- 
tration of the law that the point should 
be understood, and that it should be 


declared that it was not of the essence of | 


the offence that the impeached publican 
should have knowledge of the state of 
the man who was alleged to have been 
drunk.” A very grave charge, amounting 
in effect to collusion and conspiracy, was 


made against the police by the defendant, | 


supported by the affidavit of the hon. 
Member, who was one of the presiding 
justices, and by the affidavits ofothers. It 


was therefore necessary to summon these | 


persons to Dublin for examination if 
required. The Court decided that there 
was no foundation for this charge. The 
entire costs incurred in the case amounted 
to £45 9s. 


Mr. JORDAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that I refused to sign 
a case because J thought it was vexatious 
litigation. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, but unfor- 
tunately for the hon. Member the Bench 
entirely disagreed with him. 


Mr. JORDAN: Was I not ready to 
give evidence, and did they not refuse 
to call me? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Gentle- 
man made an affidavit and desired to be 
cross-examined on it, but it was not 
thought necessary, 
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Mr. JORDAN: Did not the magistrates 
at the rehearing again dismiss the case 
on its merits ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It may be so. [i so, 
we shall probably hear of it again. 


The Kingston Estate. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chivf 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state whether any 
action has been taken by the Estates 
Commissioners to brirg about the rein- 
statement of Mr. Thomas Kent in the 
holding on the Kingston Estate, from 
which he was evicted in 1887, having 
regard to the fact that the holding is 
vacant and in the possession of the 
vendor, and that the sale and purchase 
of the Kingston Estate is in process of 
being dealt with by the Commissioners. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror [RE- 
LAND (Mr. WatreEr Lona, Bristol, 8.): 
Mr. Kent’s application for reinstatement 
will be considered when the estate has 
been inspected. 


Bangor (County Down) Improvement Bill. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that, in the case of the Bangor 
(county Down) Improvement Bill, a 
petition has been presented against the 
Bill by a landowner of the district, and 
that such petition has been deposited by 
Mr. Tighe Macredy, solicitor, Dublin; 


-and whether, seeing that Mr. Macredy 


is solicitor to the Local Government 
Board, by which body a report on the 
Bill must be sent to the Select Com- 
mittee, he will say whether it is usual 
for the solicitor to the Local Government 
Board to act for opponents of a Bill 
upon which the Board has to advise. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Messrs. Ma- 
credy are employed by the Board when 
they require the services of a solicitor, 
but are not debarred from taking private 
practice. The Board have no occasion 
to employ their solicitors in connection 
with private Bills, and Messrs. Macredy 
are therefore not consulted in such 


matters, nor do they see the Board’s 
reports before they are made public 
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Questions. 


Kilrush Harbour Creek. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
creek, Kilrush Harbour, is Crown or 
Government property; if so, whether 
the Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
or the Board of Trade Departments have 
power to transfer o yvnership or guardian- 
ship of the creek; and, if such power be 
vested in those offices, will they give a 


transfer of such powers to the Kilrush | 


Urban Council, acting as local authority, 
for the purpose of making it available as 
required for commercial purposes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Master of 
the Rolls has, in the case of Vandeleur v. 
Glynn, judicially decided that the fore- 
shore in this creek belongs to the plaintiff, 
Colonel Vandeleur. An appeal to the 
Court of Appeal against that decision is 
now pending, and until it has been 
decided the Question cannot be 
answered, 


Owenmore River Drainage. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, seeing that the 
county of Sligo has received no grant 
under the Marine Works Act, the Govern- 
ment will now consider the advis bility 
of allocating a portion of the balance of 
£4,000 remaining on foot of the funds 
provided under The Sea Fisheries Act, 
1883, for the drainage of the Owenmore 
River in that county, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The funds pro- 
vided under The Sea Fisheries Act are 
expressly limited in their application to 
the purposes of that Act. These pur- 
poses do not include drainage. 


Mr. O'DOWD: But will the Govern- 
ment make inquiry with a view to giving 
some assistance in this matter, seeing 
that the people have been ruined and are 
unable to carry out this necessary work @ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is impossible 
to answer a Question of that kind across 
the floor of the House, but if the hon. 
Gentlemaa has any facts to communicate 
to me, I will consider them. 
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Sugar Beetroot Cultivation in Ireland. 

Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, seeing that sugar beet- 
root can be successfully and profitably 
grown in Ireland, even on land of inferior 
quality, the Irish Department of Agricul- 
ture will now take some practical steps 
towards encouraging the cultivation of 
that crop. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 
Member’s attention does not appear to 
have been directed to my reply to the 
similar Question put to me on Thursday 
lastt by the hon. Member for St. Patriek’s 
Division. 


Irish National Education —Effect of 
Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. O7DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received from the 
Rev. M. Keaneny, P.P., of Charlestown, 
county Mayo, copies of resolutions 
recently adopted by the clerical managers 
of national schools in the diocese of 
Achenry protesting against the issue by 
the Commissioners of Nation 1l Education 
of Rule 127 (b); and whether, in view 
of the effect of this cule on Irish country 
school children and of the protests made 
against it, the rule will be withdrawn. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The rule has 
not yet come into operation. [ have 
already stated the reasons for its adoption, 
and the extent to which the Com- 
missioners have agreed to qualify its 
application. The rule was made solely 
in the interests of Irish scheol children 
under eight years of age. 


Me. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): How many assistant teachers will 
be thrown out of employment {by 
enforcement of this rule ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot 
answer that Question off-hand. The 
matter has, however, been carefully 
considered. The rule is in the interest 
ot school children of a particular age, 
and the result on the teachers is a totally 
diiferent question which does not arise 
here. 





+t See page 940, 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: But | Organisers’ Science Classes in County 
where the boys are removed an eath. 


assistant teacher will of necessity lose | 


his employment ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Obviously, in 


the adoption of any rules of this kind, | 


whether in Ireland or in England, there 
must be some effect on the teacher, but 


the object is to benefit the children, and | 
I am informed as a matter of fact that | 


no injustice is done by this rule to the 
teachers, 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: If, as I 
understand, 600 men will be thrown out 
of employment, after they have given 
their lives to the service, what is to be 
done with them ? 


Mr. 
hypothetical Question. 
necessary to ascerta nif it is a fact ; and, if 
it be so, then will be the time to con-ider 
whether there is any remedy. 


WA LTER LONG ; That 


Cusack Estate, County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Tieland whether he can now 
state the position in regard to the 


purchase of the Cusack, county Long- | 
ford, Estate by the Estates Commis- | 


sioners; whether the negotiations have 
yet been concluded or not; and, if not, 


will he urge upon the Commissioners the | 


necessity of closing this matter promptly. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners are now about to 
inspector to eXamine and report upon 
this estate. 


Mr. J. P,. FARRELL: When will the 


inspector go there / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Really, it is 
inpossible for me to answer as to every | 
detail of the work of the Commissioners. | 
The hon. Member may be certain that | 


is a| 
First, it will be | 


send an/| 


| Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): I beg to 
| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
‘tenant of Ireland how many preliminary 
‘and Part II. organisers’ science classes 
| for n.tional teachers have been held in 
county Meath, and how many teachers 
have attended these courses ; whether any, 
and, if so, how many suitable technical 
ischools are available in the county at 


| which the remainder of the teachers can 
'get trained, and at which those who 
attended the preliminary classes can 
/complete their course, and what provi- 
sion is made for the training of those for 
whom no technical schools are available ; 
| whether he can state the number of con- 
/vents in Trelind in which preliminary 
| scieiice courses have been held, and what 
| provision is made by the Commissioners 
of National Education to enable the nuns 
who attended the preliminary courses to 
complete their course; and whether any 
arrangements can be mide for the train- 
ing of nuns who hive received no science 
_ instruction. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Part I. classes 
in elementary science have been held at 
'two places in the county, and attended 
| by fifty - nine teachers. The head 
organiser and two assistants have been 
permanently retained for training 
teachers in science. Ninety classes have 
‘been held in convent schools, and the 
‘services oi a lady assistant organiser 
are available for this and similar work in 
future. I am making inquiry as to the 
remaining point raised in the Question, 
-and will communicate the result to the 
hon. Member. 


Agricultural Instructors in Ireland. 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
jask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that. since the framing of the rule by the 
| Agricultural Department excluding the 
people of a county from appointments as 
instructors in their own county, the ap- 
pointment for Donegal of Mr. J. D. 


they will not unduly delay any work | Cassidy, a native of the county, with a 


they have to perform, but I must leave 
these things to their discretion, 


| permanent residence therein, as an in- 


| structor in bee-keeping was sanctioned 


| by the Department; why may not the 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: There has | departure from the rule which has been 


already been a delay of eighteen months. | sanctioned inthis case be sanctioned in 
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other cases; and whether, having regard 
to the deadlock in the adminis ration of 
agricultural schemes in Donegal end the 
discontent produced by this rule, he will 
advise its withdrawal. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, but 
the rule re:erred to was not made applic- 
able to the bee-keeping jscheme, as the 
instructor is employed for a short time 
only at two seasons of the yeir. It is not 
intended to modify the rule. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Whit is the 
foundation of the rule? Why should 
people with a special kaowledge of the 
county be boycotted ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
justification fora charge of boycotting. I 
am informed that experience led those 
responsible to the conclusion that it was 
in the interest of the educated that the 
instructors should be chosen from another 
county. That practice has been adopted, 
theeffects of it are being carefully watched, 
and Tam assured that those responsible 
attach great importance to it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: IsSir Horace 
Plunkett responsible for this ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, Iam 
responsible. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S8.): 
Where does the Department get its 
knowledge as to the county from which 
these people come, seeing that they are 
not able to ascertain the nationality of 
other public officials ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I imagine 
that the ordinary sources of informa- 
tion are open to them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered, and it cannot now be argued 
by means of further Questions and 
Answers. I hope hon. Members will 
have some regard to the claims of others 
who have Quest:ons on the Paper. 


Irish Criminal Procedure ~ Revision of 
Sentences. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
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Lieutenant of Ireland what is the practice 
with reference to the remission of 


sentences and the consideration of the 
propriety of the exercise by the Lord- 
Lieutenant of the Prerogative of Pardon 
in Ireland; are there, as in England, 
periodic reconsideratioas of the sentences 
pass°d on prisoiers; is there, as in Eng- 
land, any, and, if so, what staif of 
officials for the pr liminary stages of this 
work; and, if so, what has been their 
training; in what respects does the Trish 
system differ from the Home Office 
system with r spect to the remission of 
sentences and the exercise of the Preroza- 
tive of Pardon. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The remission 
of sentences, and the exercise of the 
Prerogative of Pardon in Ireland is 
vested in the Lord-Lieutenant. There 
are in Ireland, a; in Kagland, periodical 
reconsiderations of the sentences of 
all long-sentenced prisoners, in addi- 
tion to the consideration of such 
cases on memorial. The preliminary 
stages of this work are carried out in the 
Chief Secretary's office, where all the 
available information is collected and 
summarised. It is not known that any 
substantial difference exists between the 
Trish and the English practices, but the 
former has remained unchanged for very 
many years. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL; Did not 
the right hon. Gentleman’s predecessor 
state that there was no_ periodical 
revision ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to refer to 
@ previous Answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


are so contradictory. 


But they 


Police Constable Reddy, of Maryborough. 

Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chicf 
Sceretiry to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
ireland whether a complaint has been 
received by District-Inspector Redmond, 
Maryborough, that on the evening of the 
6th March Constable Reddy, without 
any provocation, used insulting expres- 


‘sions in the public strect to respectable 
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residents of the town; and whether he | 
will state what steps he proposes to take | 
in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : The Inspector- 
General is inquiring into this matter. 


Longford Extra Police Force. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Treland whether he is 


aware that in October, 1902, a force of 
police was requisitioned ior a prosecution, 
for which a sum of £5 6s. 7d. extra police 
charge wes claimed, and that although 
this sum was charge d in respect of cn 
offence «rising out of transactions in all 
parts of the county of Longford the sum 
itself was charged solely against the 
urban district of Longford ; and whether, 
seeing that, notwithstanding the fact 
that the county council of Longford | 
agreed to have it levied as.a county-at- 
large charge, it is still charged against | 
the urban district, will he direct that the 
wishes of the county council to have it 
levied as a county-at-large charge will 
be now given effect to. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The addi- 
tion] police were employed on the 
occasion mentioned in the town of Long- 
ford, and the charge in respect of their 
cost was properly levied on the urban 
district. This is in accordance with 
practice, and it is not proposed to re- 
open the matter, as suggested. 


Colonel King-Harman’s Longford Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether Colonel W. H. King- 
Harman, of Newcastle, county Longford, 
has recently sold through the Kstates 
Commission an evicted tenant’s farm, 
at Keel, formerly in possession of Patrick 


Fox, who is now living in a labourer’s | 


cottage, to his own son, Captain A. W. 
King-Harman: whether this arrangement 
is yet before the Estates Commissioners 
or not; and, if so, wil! they sanction 
a sale of this kind in view of the pur- 
poses of the Land Act of 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners in the exercise of their dis- 
cretion, and having made due inquiry, 
consider it is more to the advantage | 
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of the evicted tenant’s family that the 
larger portion of the holding should be 
sold to the son of Patrick Fox. The 
remainder of the holding will be retained 
by Colonel King-Harman. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the sale of the King-Harman 
Estate in south Longford, in which the 
farm ot Creagh, formerly occupied by 
Mr. Robert Armstrong, has been sold 
to a bailiff named Jones; whether he 
is aware that since his occupancy of this 
farm Jones has allowed the mansion and 

out-offices on it to fall into total ruin : 
and if, in these circumstances, this trans- 
action will be sanctioned ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The sale in 
this case wes completed on 6th October 
last, 


Evicted Tenants in County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: TI beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any steps are 
being taken to provide untenanted lands 
in county Longford for the benefit of the 
evicted tenants there, eighty-six of whose 
applications are on file with the Estates 
Comm/'ssioners; and, if so, will he in- 
dicate the nature of the steps being taken 
to provide homes for these people under 
the Act of 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings 
for the purchase of two estates are 
at present pending before the Commis- 
sioners. In the event of any untenanted 
lands being distributed in the county, 
the claims of evicted tenants will be con- 
sidered. 


Irish National School Building Plans. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any alteration 


has yet been agreed onin Plan No. VI. A 


for the building of nationa) schools in 
Treland; whether he is aware that, in 
consequence of the delay in extending 


‘the scope of this plan, the building of 


national schools in Treland has becn 


practically at a standstill for the past 
three years; and, if so, will he urge upon 
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the Treasury the necessity for expediting 
this change. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DISH, Derbyshire, W.): The particular 
plan cannot be dealt with apart from the 
question of the revision of the plans and 
estimates generally. It is a large ques- 
tion, but, as I stated on 22nd Februaryf, 
I will endeavour to expedite the settle- 
ment of it. It is not the case that the 
building of national schools in Ireland 
has been practically at a standstill for 
the past three years. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the hon. 
Gentleman say approximately when this 
matter will be settled ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I can- 
not. 


Lough Neagh Drainage Trustees. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can state whether any, and, if so, what 
obligations are imposed on the Lough 
Neagh Drainage Trustees with regard to 
the publication and audit of their 
accounts ; and whether these obligations 
have been discharged. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
advised that there is no statutory obliga- 
tion on the Lough Neagh Drainage 
Trustees to publish and audit their 
accounts. If the hon. Member will put 
down an unstarred Question I shall be 
glad to furnish him with information as 
to the Act under which the trustees were 
created. 


Portrush Harbour. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether any 
representations have been made to the 
Board of Works with reference to Port- 
rush Harbour, county Antrim; whether 
any representations have been made to 
the Public Works Loan Board; and 
whether the Board of Works has any, 
and, if so, what, jurisdiction over the 
Public Wozks Loan Board. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: ‘The 
loard of Works have received no repre- 
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| sentations on the subject of Portrush 


Harbour. I learn that the Public Works 
Loan Commissioners are now in com- 
munication with the Portrush Harbour 
Company. The Public Works Loan 
Board isan absolutely independent body. 
May I add that when I answered a Ques- 
tion on this matter the other day I was 
not aware that any representations had 
been made to the Public Works Loan 
Board, nor was I aware a report had 
appeared in an Irish paper that I was 
present at the deputation, 


Defence of the Empire. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasuty whether, in 
view of the change of policy recently 
announced as to secondary naval 
bases and military garrisons at strategic 
points of the Empire, on which money 
has lately been spent out of Mili- 
tary and Naval Loans Acts, he will 
give the House an early opportunity 
for the consideration of the question, 
otber than that afforded by Estimates, 
upon which a portion only of the matter 
could be discussed ; whether any intended 
military or naval loan proposals will be 
introduced early in the session; and 
when it may be possible to propose the 
Treasury Vote containing Item FE, on 
which such matters could be raised. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batroor, Manchester, E.): I think the 
right hon. Baronet is under some mis- 
conception in regard to the places where 
money has been expended. and which 
come under the new scheme. If he will 
ask me a further Question I shall be glad 
to give him any information in order 
that he may be prepared to deal with 
the subject when we come to discuss Vote 
E. I shall be glad to put that Vote 
down at any time the House desires. 
I think it is an important subject, but it 
cannot be dealt with until we get Mr. 
Speaker out of the Chair on the Civil 
Service Estimates. 


The Aliens Bill. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
that financial 
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business has been for the present disposed 
of, the Aliens Bill may be introduced on 
Monday .nd its stages advanced as 
rapidly as possible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix a 
date, but I am very anxious to proceed as 
fast as possible with the Bill. 


Sea Encroachment on the English Coast. 

Cotone, LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will agree to a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the damage 
to the coast of Great Britain caused by 
the encroachment of the sea, and to 
suggest the best course to follow to 
reduce such damage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As at present 
advised, T am not in a_ position to 
promise my hon. friend the Commission 
he desires. That Answer also applies to 
the Question of the hon. Member for 
Thanet. 


Appended is the Question referred to— 


Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury what 
steps he is taking or proposes to take 


with reference to the representations | 


that have been made to the Board of 
Trade on the subject of coast erosion; 
and whether it is proposed to institute 
an inquiry as to the steps that may be 
taken, so far as possible, to prevent such 
erosion. 


The Unemployed, 

*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can state approximately when the Bill 
dealing with the unemployed, promised 
in the King’s Speech, is likely to be intro- 
duced. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: At the same time, 
may I ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
when it is proposed to introduce the Bill, 
promised in His Majesty’s Speech, pro- 
viding for the establishment of authori- 
ties to deal with the question of the un- 
employed, 

Mr. A. J. 


BALFOUR: Unless the 


House will consent to the introduction of 
tue Bill dealing with the unemployed, 
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promised in the King’s Speech, under the 
Ten Minutes Rule, I do uot think there 
will be time for it before Kaster. It is a 
measure that the Government are most 
anxious to proceed with. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Cannot the 
same pledge be given for this Bill as 
for the Aliens Hill--that it shall be 
pressed on as rapidly as possible ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is a measure 
which the Government is most anxious 
to proceed with. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Will there 
be a reasonible time-limit put on the 
everlasting anxiety of boards of guar- 
dians? The uncertainty is simply wear- 
ing people out. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Will the Bill deal with the case 
of Ireland’s unemployed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether the Gentlemen who catechise me 
think the Bill ought to be introduced 
under the Ten Minutes Rule. That course 
would greatly facilitate business. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: We shall be 
prepared to consider that suggestion. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: Does the Prime 
Minister consider the Aliens Bill to be 
more important than the Unemployed 
Bill ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hoi.. Member is not entitled to put a 
Question of that nature. 


Scottish Bills. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state when the Congested Districts 
Boaid Amendment Bill and the Whale 
Fisheries Bill will be brought forward for 
Second Reading. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
statement to mak: 


I have 
as to these Bills. 


ho 


The Colonies and Fiscal Reform. 
Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treas ry 
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whether any negotiations as to colonial 
preference or retaliation took 
between the Colonial Secretary and the 
Colonial Prime Ministers before the 
Coronation Conference of 1902; and, if 
so, whether he will lay the correspondence 
upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. A. J. 
informal pourparlers upon the subject 
of colonial preference. But no record 
was kept, and therefore no record re- 
mains. There is no correspondence in 
existence which can be published. 


Motions for Adjournment. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 


Rusheliffe): [ beg to ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury when he proposes to 
proceed with the Motion standing in his 
name respecting debate on Motions for 
Adjournment at Easter or Whitsunt'de. 
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place | 


BALFOUR: There were | 
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Underfed School Children. 

Mr. ARTHURHENDERS)N(Durham, 
| Barnard Castle): I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
| grant facilities for the passige in‘o law, 
| this session, of a short measure empower- 
|ing educational authorities to provide 


| meals for destitute children, 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
sile): May I ask whether, if those 
facilities are given, they will be grinted 
\for the first Bill introduced on the 
|subject—namely, the Bil of the hon. 


| 
| 
| 
} 


| Member for Hoxton. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwel!, N.): 
'Is the rizht hon. Gentleman aware of a 
statement made by the President of the 
Local Government Board that boards of 
guardians have no legal power to deal 
with this pressing matter in any way 
whatever, and that neither the local 
education authorities nor—— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL also had the | 


following Question on the Paper—To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will fix a day before Kaster for the 
discuss on of the proposed Ameadments 
to the rule with reference to Motions for 
the Adjournment of the House anl the 
limitation of discussion in debate on such 
Motions. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Twill have this 
Resolution moved some night aiter twelve 
o’clock if the House will accept it without 
discussion. I cannot find time betore 
Kaster, and I do not know whether [ 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper should first be 
answered. 


Mr. A. J. BAL FOUR: I do not think 
it would be proper even to suggest that 
we should take any steps until we get the 
Report of the Committee now sitting and 
inquiring into the facts. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Now may I ask 
if the Royal Commission on Physical 
Training in Scotland recommended in 
1903 that there should be legislation ? 


can find time after Easter for a d scussion | 


on the Resolution in view of the pressure 
of Government business. The Resolution 
was put down in deference to an appeal 
from hon. Gentlemen who are apparent!y 
discontented w-th my reply. 


Str H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): As one of those who 
have pressed for action in this matter, I 
do not remember that I ever said I would 
accept anything that the Governnent 
proposed, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I make no 


complaint, but do not let hon. Members | 


complain of me. That is all I ask. 


*Mr, SPEAKER: That does not arise 
/out of the Que-tion on the Paper, which 
has been fully answered. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whe her the Report of the 
Royal Commission on the aifairs of the 
United Free Church and Free Church of 
Scotland has been received ; wheth-r he is 
aware of the anxiety in the public inind 
upon the subject and the general desire 
to put an end to the uncertuinti-s and 
litigation with regard to the tiumerous 
church fabrics and properties affected ; 
| and whether he can accordingly see his 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am desirous 
of having this Report in my own posses- 
sion and in the possession of the whole 
House. Of course, it does not rest with 
me to take any steps in the matter, but 
T am sure the Commissioners will do all 
they can to hasten the proceedings. 
Every effort will be made to expedite the 
printing of the Report. 


Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : 
Cannot some power intervene to stop the 
g:me of grab now being carried on by the 
Free Church—in the name of the law— 
until Parliament is able to deal with the 
subject ? 


[No Answer was returned]. 


Tariffs and Shipping Debate. 

Mr. LOUGH: I wish to ask if the 
Prime Minister proposes to take any 
notice of the Resolution of the House 
passed unanimously last night. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That Ques‘ion can be 
answered if it is pu oa the Paper. It 
cai seircely be treated as urgent within 
the meaning of the Standing Order. 


Mr. LOUGH: It is generally regarded 
as urgent. 


UNANSWERED QUESTIONS. 

It being now Five minutes to Three 
o’clock, seventeen starred Questions, 
including those addressed to the Colonial 
Secretary, remained unanswered. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) asked 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he would consider the desirability of re- 
arranging the order of Questions, This 
was the secend occasion this week on 
which Questions to the Colonial Secre- 
tary had been put at the end of a long 
list, and there had been no opportunity 
of asking them. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: J am anxious 
to arrange the Questions to meet the con- 
venience of the House. Last session a 


complaint was properly made that Ques- 
tions addressed to myself were sometimes 
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e.tout, I think that the arringem>nt 
which has now been made, by which those 
Questions always come on, is for the 
general convenience. Recently a request 
was made to me that while the Army 
debates were going on the Questions 
addressed to the Secretary of State for 
War should come on at a time when they 
could be answered orally, and I did my 
best to see that arrangement was carried 
out. Now hon. Gentlemen complain 
that the Co onial Secretary, who used to 
occupy the position now given to the 
Secretary of State for War, should be 
put back in his place. It is difficult to 
frame a scheme to meet everybodys 
wishes. On certain days we might have 
the Irish Questions put last. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Leave them 
out altogether. Tell us to stand aside. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They will all 
be answered on the Paper. The sugges- 
tion made to me will be considered. But 
it is obviously impossible, if as many 
Questions are put down as are at present 
being put dowa and as many supple- 
mentary Questioas are asked, that every 
Question can be answered orally. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Extend the time. 


Mr. MACVEAGH asked whether the 
Prime Minister was not invading the 
province of Mr. Speaker. Were they to 
understand that the Government ar- 
ranged the order of Questions ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The mutter is 
arranged amongst the Ministers them- 
selves, but if any complaint about it is 
brought to my notice [I have authority 
over the list. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hausey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
added the following Fifteen Members 
to serve on the Standing Coimittee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 


Legal Procedure, in respect of the 
Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill:—Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien, Mr. James Henry 


Campbell, Mr. Long, Mr. Field, Mr. 
Mooney, Mr. Waldron, Mr. Harrington, 


1740 














re 
id 


1¢€ 


ty 
i 








1741 


Consolidated Fund 


Mr. Hayden, Mr. Bond, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien, Sir John Colomb, Mr. Thomas 
Herbert Robertson, Mr. Thomas Lorimer 
Corbett, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. 
Lonsdale. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis 
charged the following Member from s>rv- 
ing on the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure, in respect of the Trades Unions 
and Trade Disputes Bill: —Mr. Attorney- 
General, 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (SCOTTISH TRAW- 
LERS) BILL. 

“To apply sections four hundred and 
thirteen to foir hundred and sixteen of 
The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, to 
Scotland,” presented by the Lord-Advo- 
cate; supported by Mr. Bonar Law; to 
be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 135.] 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
LL. 

“To amend the p ovisions of The 
Congested Districts (Scotlind) Act, 1897, 
as to the style and title of the Com- 
missioners, the execution of deeds by 
them, and the application of the Fund 
constituted by the said Act,” presented 
by the Lord-Advocate ; supported by Mr. 
Cochrane , to be read « second tim? upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
134.] 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) 
BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
hearing by Courts of Summary Jurisdic- 
tion of charges and applications relating 
to Children,” presented by Sir Howard 
Vincent; supported by Sir John Gors’, 
Mr. Samuel Smith, Lord Edmund Talbot, 
and Mr. Tennint: to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed, [Bill 135.] 
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CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
[Tuirp Reavina. | 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
complained that the House of Commons 
was unable to di cuss the working of the 
great Land Act of 1993 owing to the 
fact that no inform:tion had been given 
astoits work Las: yer they were told, 
not unnaturally, that the time had been 
so short that no real information could 
be given on which to found criticism, but 
now the Act had been in operation a year 
and a-half and it was not, he submitted, 
unreasonable to ask the Government to 
put them in the position of being able to 
discuss the matter. Alre:dy th’s session 
the meter hed been raised on three or 
four occasions, but not once had they had 
any effective debate whatever. All these 
debates had been of a most ineffective 
and useless character, because they had 
not in their hands any adequate informa- 
tion as to how the Act was working. He 
did not make any complaint, of course, 
against the present Chief Secretary, who 
manifestly ws not responsible, nor had 
he any desire to blame the other members 
of the Irish Government ; but the position 
in which they found themselves was most 
improper and ridiculous. The House of 
Commons ought to be in possession of the 
facts which would enable it to discuss the 
ques ion, and, in view of the poss bility 
th t the session might coe to an early 
end, it was most import nt that th’s sould 
be done without deliy. All they had 
got at presen was « cer’a‘n list of fizures 
giving ‘he number of applications for sale, 
the prices paid, and so forth; but the pre- 
para‘ion of this list would take more 
time thin the preparation of a g neral 
Report, so that it could not be on account 
of want of time thit they were left in 
ignorance of the princ'ples on wh'ch the 
Act was worked, as to the direcions in 
which the Commissioners were working, 
and as to why, in the Commissioners’ 
views, the Act wes n»* working satisiac- 
torily in certain portions. He urged 
mos* strongly on the Chief Secretary, now 
that he had come to the fulfilment of his 
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duties, that he should inquire into the | been promised regulations, and 


matier and find out why the del y had 
taken place; and asked that betore the 
end of the Eas‘er holid:ys they should 
be supplied, first with ihe general Report of 
the Estates Commissioners, giving not 
only the figures, the amount of money, 
and so forth, but their comments on the 
working of the Act and their explanations 
of the principles on which they were 
working ; and, secondly, with the regula- 
tions and instructions about which there 
had been a good deal of mystery and d s- 
cussion, and which the Chief Sccretary 
promised—it was one of his first acts— 
should be prepared and published in a 
simple manner as soon és poss.ble. It 
was absolutely essential they should have 
these materials given them, and he 
earnestly pres ed upon the Chief Secretary 
the necessity of losing no further time. A 
great deal of mischief had been done by 
the information having been withheld. He 
believed there was probably a great deal 
of misapprehension in both extremes as 
to the working of the Act; and this was 
inevitable so long as they were kept in 
the dark. What interest in the world 
could be advanced for withholding the 
information? Surely it was not in the 
interest of the Government, and it could 
not be in the interest of the Estates Com 
missioners, Was it that the staff was 
insuflicient ? This great Act had been 
working a year and a-half, and no Report 
whatever had been made. It was little 
short of a scandal, and he urged the 
Chief Secretary to free himself from any 
responsibility for it by insisting that the 
information should be in the hands of 
hon. Members before the House assembled 
alter Easter. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
said that to his mind the recson they 
had not had the Report was perfectly 
plain. Under Section 23 of the Act the 
Estates Commissioners could only issue a 
Report on instructions from the Treasury 
both as to the time of its presentation 
and its form; and in answer to a Ques- 
tion he had addressed to the Secretary 
to the Treasury it hed been admitted 
that no representation was made by the 
Treasury to the Estates Commissioners 
with regard to the issue of a Report till 
February 28th. This was the reason 


They had 


they had not had a Report. 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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these 

were important, but what wes more 
important was that before they could 


know what was going on, they ought 
to have the instructions issued by the 
Estates Commissioners to their inspectors, 
The absence of this Report and of any 
debate in the House of Commons as to 
the working of the Act were most embar- 
rassing and led to all sorts of mischief in 
Treland. 't was said that the Act was a 
failure, but he dil not bleve it. He 
thought it hd failed in some important 
particulars, but he did not agree that 
there had been failure in a general sense. 
They could not, however, get out the 
facts until thev had not only a full Report, 
but these regul .tions and instructions. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watier Lona, Bristol, 


S.) agreed that until they had the 
information asked for it was im- 


possible adequately to debate the ad- 
ministration of the Land Act, and this, 
he also agreed, led to a good 
deal of misapprehension, for, through 
ignorance of what was going on, 
partisans on both sides came to conclu- 
sions which he thought were inaccurate. 
He had only been able to make a partial 
examination into the subject, but the 
little he had seen led him to believe that 
the Act was in no sense a failure, and 
he thought the information whea supplied 
would substantiate this view. He had 
nothing to conceal at all. It was true 
that it was within the province of the 
Treasury to prescribe the time of the pre- 
sentationofthe Reportand, what was much 
more important,the form the Report should 
take, but the Treasury, as far as he knew, 
was oaly actuated by the desire that the 
Report should be in accordance with what 
they believed to be the principle laid 
down in the Act, and he did not think 
there had been any delay. He regretted 
very much the aosence of the informa- 
tion, but he would do his utmost to 
expedite its publication in every possible 
way. One of the first things he did on 
succeeding to his present office was to 
inquire both of the Estates Commissioners 
and his other advisers in the Department 
ihe cause of this delay and to press upon 
them the very great urgency of bringing 
the matter to an immediate conclusion. 
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He thought, however, that a year and a- 
half was too liberal an interpretation 
of the time the Act h.d been working. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The nght 
hon. Gentleman forgets that the late 
Chief Secretary promised Reports every 
six months. 


Mr. WALTER LON‘: : I do not forget, 
because | am not aware of it. Proceeding, 
he said it was conceivable that in passing 
a great Act of Varliament assurances 
might be made with confidence that they 
would be able to be carried out, but 
which, when it came to administration, 
they found could not be. This was 
probably one of the most complicated 
and difficult Acts that any Government 


had ever had to administer, and, after all” 


the Estates Commissioners could not get 
together the necessary information for 
their Repoit until they had been long 
enough in the saddle to arrange their pro- 
cedure and arrive at a plan of how their 
work was tobe done. He did not think 
there had been undue delay on their part. 
He believed they had now arrived ata 
time when they would be able soon to 
proceed to publication, and although he 
would not promise more than that, he 
would do everything in his power to 
secure publication of the Report before the 
end of the "aster holidays. He thought 
this result ought to be secured. It wasim- 
possible to justify keeping the House out 
of information essential to a discussion, 
which it ought to have, and which he 
desired it should have, b:cause he be- 
lieved that it would be in the interest 
not only of those responsible for the 
passing of the Act, but, what was more 
important, to the advantage and in- 
terest of the whole Irish population 
that the full power of the Act should 
be understood, that its method of ad- 
ministration should be understood, and 
that the relations between the Exe- 
cutive and the Estates Commissioners 
should be understood. 


There were two sets of regulations, 
those issued by the executive Govern- 
ment to the Commissioners, and those 
issued by the Commissioners to their 
inspectors. The latter were ordered 
irom the printer on March 20th, and 


he would take care they were laid 
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immediately. He agreed that with 
regard to the other regulations it was 
undesirable that there should be any 
mystery; it was not only undesirable, 
but also unjust. The Act imposed upon 
the executive Government the obligation 
of issuing regulations for the guidance of 
the Commissiovers, and it was obvious 
that if the action of the Commissioners 
were to be controlled by regulations 
issued by the executive Government, 
in fairness to them and in order that 
the House and the public might judge 
as to where responsibility rested, there 
should be no mystery about it, and that 
these regulations should be made public 
as soon as possible. The first thing he 
did on returning to London was to call 
for informaticn as to these regulations. 
He had already considered them, they 
were now before the Estates Commis- 
sioners and the other members of the 
executive Government, and he had 
asked that they should be put forward 
with the utmost rapidity, He desired 
that they should be published as soon 
as possible, and, if they proved insufficient 
and required amendments, those a:mend- 
ments should be issued in t»e same form 
as the original regulations so that the 
House would be able to judge of the 
responsibility of action under them. 
He shared the view that a full knowl-dg> 
of the subject was all important if thoy 
were to judge of the ultimate success or 
failure of the Act. He believed it would 
elect a great agrarian reform and that it 
would, it justly and wisely administered, 
bring great blessings of peace oa the 
country as a whole. Therefore, he desired 
to do everything that could be done to 
facilitate its smooth and_ successful 
working. 


*\r. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.) 
‘aid he rose to move the rejection of this 
Billio order to call the attention of the 
House to the condition of the aborigines 
of Western Australia, as disclosed in the 
recent Report of the Roth Commission. 
The state of affairs depicted there was so 
appalling that no words of his were 
necessary to enhance it. He should 
use, therefore, the simplest and most 
pedestrian of phraseology, and promise 
that, as far at least as he was concerned, 
no undue heat would be imported into 
this discussion. Now, what was it that 
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this Report contained? It indicated, in 
the first place, that the native population 
in Western Australia were living in a 
condition of slavery. He used the word 
advisedly. The males were compelled 
to work for the white men from the 
tenderest years without a penny of wages, 
and when they were incapacitated by old 
age or infirmity they were turned adrift 
remorselessly without the slightest pro- 
vision being made for them. 


1747 





As for the administration of the laws 
under which they lived it was the 
worst conceivable. Take the com- 
monest offence with which these poor 
people were charged —cattle-killing — 
which constituted: 90 per cent. of 
native offences. When a bullock was 
reported to have been killed anywhere, 
what happened was this. The con- 
stable went out into the bush with 
half a dozen police trackers armed with 
rifles and well equipped with chains and 
manacles for a purpose which he would 
explain later on. This force of armed 
men would surround the black encamp- 
ment at nightfall and in the morning 
rouse up the whole assembly male and 
female. The former were taken into 
custody as prisoners. The latter were 
seized as witnesses against their male 
relatives. Both males and females were 
impartially put in chains, which were 
never once removed, day or night, whether 
travelling overland or wading through 
rivers, until the trial was finished. On 
the journey the evidence proved that 
the unhappy female witnesses—who, on 
the very face of it were not even accused 
of any crime—were systematically out- 
raged by the police and their agents. 
Worse remained behind. The trial it- 
self was the merest travesty of justice. 
The prisoners did not know the nature 
of the charge which was made against 
them. They were ignorant of the lan- 
guage even of the tribunal, and to them 
Was given as interpreter the police boy. 
The latter was very often ignorant of 
the special dialect of the prisoners, and 
in any case he was never a safe medium. 
Through his agency the culprits who were 
arraigned conjointly in batches were 
usually prevailed on to enter a plea of 
guilty—a plea on which, according to 
the Criminal Code Amendment Act 
of 1802, any justice was empowered 
to inflict a sentence of three years 


Mr. John Campbell. 
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hard labour. Consequently, they need 
not be surprised to hear that for a 
prisoner to escape was a thing altogether 
unheard of. In connection with this 
question it must not be forgotten that 
it was to the direct pecuniary interest 
of the police to bring in as many prisoners 
and witnesses as ever they could; for they 
were allowed conduct-money at the usual 
rate of 2s. 5d. per head per day, and as 
they could subsist the natives for a few 
pence a day they contrived to make a 
very handsome profit. And when the 
trial was over the young women witnesses, 
instead of being conducted back to their 
former place of residence, were turned 
adrift in the streets, the police pocketing 
the daily capitation grant for the return 
journey. Even while in gaol the prisoners 
were kept in irons. There was really no 
justification for this. All the gaolers 
confessed the practice to be unauthorised 
and illegal. The only attempt at pallia- 
tion was the allegation that if not fettered 
they would escape. But if this was really 
true, then obviously the remedy was to 
build better prisons, the convict labour 
being ready and quite sufficient for the 
erection of proper houses of detention. 

He desired to call special attention to the 
question of the children, The lot of these 
little creatures was a very sad one indeed. 
From the earliest age they were forced 
to labour for employers who gave them 
nothing in return—neither education 
nor wages. Was it astonishing that they 
commonly fell into evil ways—thievery 
or prostitution? The evidence of all the 
witnesses went to show that, if the 
children were to be saved, provision must 
be made for them in the way of orphan- 
ages and industrial schools. The pearl- 
shell fishery business also required 
special mention. The boats employed 
in this industry were for the most part un- 
seaworthy. They were purposely never 
registered in order to escape inspection 
under the Merchant Shipping Act. Boys 
and women were taken aboard in direct 
contravention of the statute. Liquor 
and opium were carried without stint, 
and they were therefore prepared to hear 
that drunkenness and immorality pre- 
vailed all along the coast line. 

And now, to substantiate these charges. 
He trusted the House would bear with 
him if he went briefly through some of 
the most important evidence contained 
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in the Report under discussion. He 
would read to the House a few extracts 
from the Roth Report of December, 
1904. Mr. Prinsep, chief protector of 
aborigines, was asked— 

“Can a contract be legally entered into with- 
out your knowledge 1—Yes. 

“Can you prevent any Asiatic or European 
from being an employer under the Act ?—No, 
I cannot. 

‘“fan you prevent the greatest sco indrel un- 
hung from employing an aboriginal under con- 
tract ?—No.” 

Absconders might be arrested on war- 
rant. Emp!oyment without contract was 
the commonest form of service. The pro- 
portion of natives under contract to all 
actually employed was one in twelve. 
Many employers were objectionable but 
the police were powerless to interfere. 
The police were invoked to bring back 
runaways and this was quite illegal. 
indentures were up to twenty-one and 
too long, and fourteen or sixteen would be 
better. They received no education. In- 
spection by justices was permissive, 
but never used. But all three forms of 
employment — under contract, without 
contract, or under indenture—were alike 
in the fact that no wages were ever paid. 


John Byrne, sergeant of police, Broome, 
in his evidence was asked— 

“ As far ag you are aware, are any wages 
being paid under the contract system ?—Not 
that I know of. I have never heard of anything 
more than clothes, food, and tobacco being 
supplied. 

‘Have you any opinion of your own as to 
whether wages should be paid ?—I do not see 
ay reason why wages should not be paid. For 
instance, @ settler has a statio”, and in the dry 
season all the surface water dries up. The 
cattle have to be watered from the wells, and 
he employs natives. If he could not get iatives 
he would have to employ white men. I think 
it is a big advantage to the settler to have the 
natives, and they should have some wage.” 


Matthew Langtree, stockman, was ques- 
tioned as follows— 


‘““ How are the natives treated by the Kim- 
berley pastoralists ?—They have to work night 
and day, and all they get is a bit of clothing and 
a little food. ‘They are only half-fed and half- 
clothed. It only costs about a shilling a week 
to keep them. When they get old and infirm 
they are allowed to lie dow. and die. 


‘““ Have you been on the stations ?—Yes. I 
have seen old men and women blind and helpless. 
‘There is no home for them. ‘They die like dogs.” 

Nearly all the witnesses were unanimous 
that wages should be paid either (a) 
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direct to the native or (b) to the Govern- 
ment to make provision for the indigent 
and infirm. The Commissioner supported 
th> latter suggestion and propose] a 
minimum wage of 5s. a month on land, 
and 10s. a month on boats. The period 
of leave of absence to be also pa:d for. 
Blacks were also employed on municipal 
works. No wages were paid, save perhaps 
a bit of tobacco froin the mayor. In the 
pearl-shell industry no wages were paid 
and the natives were sent out in unse:- 
worthy boats. 

Another witness, Walter John McKenna, 
Acting Sub-Collector of Customs, Broome, 
gave evidence as follows— 

** Are you responsible for the administration 
of the Pearl Fisheries Act ’—Yes; as far as 
prohibited immigrants are concerned, and the 
shipping of men signing the ship’s articles. 

“Can you stop any unseaworthy vessel from 
going to sea, whether registered under the 
Merchant Shipping Act or not ?—I can only 
stop a vessel when she is registered. 

“How many of the 400 pearling luggers are 
thus registered ?—I do not know. 

** Do you know anything about the \Verchant 
Shipping Act ?—No. 

“ Why not ?—Because we haven’t got a copy 
of the Act in the shipping office, though we have 
made repeated applications to the Shipping 
Master, Fremantle. We have made four appli- 
cations since last April.” 

Graham Blick, medical officer and act- 
ing R.M., Broome, was asked— 

“Is anything done to stop an unseaworthy 
boat from going to sea ?—I have no power to 
prevent any old cranky boat from going to sea. 


“* Do you know of anyone here who has power 
to stop any such boat going to sea ?—No. If 
such a case did occur the matter would have 
to be dealt with by a special board. 

“Have you ever exercised your power as 
Resident Magistrate or justice for boarding a 
vessel to examine the stores in accordance with 
the Act ?—No. 

“Do you know whether any of the other 
justices have exercised this power ?—No. Two 
of the other justices are pearlers, but I do not 
think they have visited any but their own boats. 


“You have never satisfied yourself as to the 
quantity or quality of the stores carried on the 
boats 2—No. 


“Ts there any limit to the quantity of liquor 
that may be carried on these boats ?—Not to 
my knowledge. It is a question for the shipping 
master.” 

Filomeno Rodriguez, pearler, of Broome, 
said— 

“T thiik soma of the boats are unseaworthy. 


“You mean that they are a danger to human 
life —Yes. 
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“‘ Have you ever drawn the attention of the 
owners to such boats 2—Yes. 





“To your knowle!ge has any action been 
‘1 on that information ?—No. 


tak 

‘““ As far as you are aware does any Govern- 
ment official ever inspect these boats to see 
whether they are seaworthy or not ?7—No. 

“Tf there were such a Government official 
would there be many boats that he would con- 
demn ?—Yes. 

“Ts it to the interests of the pearlers that they 
should keep these unseaworthy boats in use ? 

-Yes. I think it is to their interest. 

“In your experience have you ever known 
of a justice or a magistrate boarding your vessels 
and examining your stores, etc. ?—Once, in 
1886 ; not since.” 

Native boys and women were taken 
aboard in defiance of statute. Liquor 
and opium were allowed to be carried in 
unlimited quantities and liquor was sold 
to the crews at 10s. per bottle for whisky, 
and 12s. to 15s. per bottle for gin. 
Drunkenness and prostitution prevailed 
along the coast line from La Grange 
Bay to the east shores of King Sound. 
Diseases and unspeakable vices were 
imported by the Malays, Japanese, and 
Manillamen. Cattle-killing constituted 
90 per cent. of native offences. Why ? 
Because squatters shot the kangaroos ; 
pastured their stock on all the watered 
portions of the run; destroyed the 
natives’ hunting dogs, etc., etc. Arrests 
were made in crowds from pecuniary 
iotives, as the following evidence clearly 
proves. 


Mr. Skinner, J.P., Wyndham, said— 


“What are the rations allowed per hea! per 
day to the police for prisoners and aboriginal 
witnesses’ rations ?—2s. 5d. at out-stations and 
ls. 6d. in Wyndham. 


‘“* Having been here so long you must have a 
fair idea of the ordinary cost of living, have you 
not 7—Yes. 


‘““Do you consider that the police make any 
profit out of this allowance ?—I do, of course. 


““Why do you say ‘of course’ ?—It has 
always been a well-known thing. Everybody 
knows that they have made a profit out of it 
for a long time past. 


“ Have you ever kept a black here ?—Yes. 


“What does it cost you on the average to 
keep him ?—I am feeding the one I have at 
the present time for ls. per day, which pays 
for what he eats. He gets practically the same 
as Ido myself. He is a cripple and the Govern- 


ment pays me Is. per day for his support.” 


Mr. John Campbell. 
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Questions were put to John Wilson, 


(No. 1) Bil. 


Isdell River, 


constable of police, as 


follows— 


“Do you actually spend 2s. 5d. per day on 
each prisoner or witness ?—No; but each 
native has sufficient food. 


“How could you make up 2s. 5d. per day 
for rations for a young female aboriginal wit- 
ness, for instance ?—They have the same rations 
as the men. 


“You say that they only receive flour, tes, 
and sugar, and that you kill kangaroo some- 
times, and that they sometimes collect lizards 
and roots. I want to know how you can spend 
2s. Sd. per head on each one ?—(No answer.) 


“Do you mean to tell me that you are no! 
in a position to state whether you make a profi’ 
on this 2s. 5d. which you are allowed for daily 
rations for these blacks ?—I make a profit. | 
do not lose anything by it.” 


Dodwell Browne, R.M., a aistrict 
medical officer, Wyndham, was the next 
witness— 


“Have you not felt often in dealing with these 
cases that there is something of an undercurrent! 
of injustice meted out towards the natives in 
the way that they have heen brought in without 
defence and with no opportunity of calling 
witnesses ?—I have. J have felt all along that 
they first of all do not thorougaly understerd 
the charge against them. They do not under- 
stand the nature of the crime of killing a bezst. 
I have done my best to give them justice in this 
Court and to give them the lightest sentence 
possible. I have had my judgments criticised 
in consequence. All these cases, in my opinion, 
are a huge source of revenue to the police. It 
is to their advantage to arrest as many prisoners 
as they can, whether they have killed or alleged 
to have killed the beast, because they get their 
raaintenance per day for each man. This is 
too high and, as conimon report has it, the cost 
of one Winchester bullet for killing a kangaroo 
is about their true feed. The police also get 
maintenance for rations supplied to witnesses 
and their children, and they are supposed to 
escort discharged native prisoners after their 
time is up back to their homes, and the wit- 
nesses too.” 


William Goodridge, corporal of police, 
Wyndham, said— 


“T consider that the police make a consider- 
able profit out of the 2s. 5d. per head per day. 


‘* Do you consider that this acts as a tempta- 
tion for them to bring in a larger number of 
prisoners and witnesses than otherwise ?— 


I do. 


Have you ever mentioned this matter to your 
chief ?—I have not, for the reason that I 
thonght if the thing leaked out I might le 
looked upon as a black sheep if the other 
police found out that I had tried to cut down 
the rate for rations. I spoke about it to one 
or two.” 
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As to the mode of arrest it could be 
effected either with or without a warrant | 
upon verbal information or upon no 
information at all. They surrounded the 
camps at night and waited for daylight. 
The constables and black trackers were 
armed with Winchester rifles and chains 
for fifteen to thirty natives. One con- 
stable testifies that he once arrested 
thirty-three prisoners. 
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F, A. Hare, commissioner of police, 
in his evidence was asked— 


‘In cases of cattle killing, do the police arrest 
an aboriginal without warrant ?—Yes, they do. 
A warrant is taken out in the first place if in- 
formation is laid against certain aborigines, 
but when the police go out on patrol and an 
offence is reported, the offenders are tracked 
and arrested without a warrant. 


‘““What method is adopted to prevent their 
escape from custody ?—Chains are used. 


‘“ Are neck-chains used on Europeans under 
similar ciccumstances ?—I have never heard of 
it. 

‘““Have you any legal authority for using 
neck-chains on natives ?—Authority is given | 
in the Police Regulations. 

Regulation 647.—In escorting native 
prisoners, the practice of chaining them 
by the neck must not be resorted to except 
in cases where the prisoners are of a desper- 
ate character, or have been arrested at a 
considerable distance in the bush; or, when 
travelling by sea, they are near the land to 
which they belong, and it is necessary to 
adopt special measures to secure them. 
Even then the practice must not be adopted 
if it can be avoided. 

‘ Have you any regulations as to the size or 
weight of these neck-chains ?—No. 

“To what is the neck-chain attached when 
the prisoner is escorted by a police officer who 
is mounted ?—He would be fastened by the neck 
and arm and chained to the man next to him, 
and attached to the saddle only when absolutely 


2 


Ned ‘essary. 


tobert Anderson, corporal of police, 
was asked— 
“In escorting native prisoners do you 
neck-chains ?—Yes. 


use 


“What authority have you for using them ? 
—I know no legal authority, but the chains are 
supplied by the Department for that purpose.” 


George Jeffery Scott, gaoler, Wyndham, 
gave evidence as follows— 


“When blacks are brought in in chains from 
Hall’s Creek, are they ever made to swim the 
rivers in their chains ?—As far as [I can find 
out from police and natives, the chains are never | 
taken off them when crossing rivers and creeks. | 


5 


“Ys not this a great tisk to life ?—It is a 
wonder to me that they are not all Ceeaee 
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from what I hear of the state of the rivers in 
the rainy season. 


** Do you know of any eases of blacks having 
been drowned in this manner ?—Natives in past 
years have told me that several have lost their 
lives in crossing the rivers. 

“When the police bring in prisoners to your 
gaol are they always properly clothed ?—They 
are always naked, with the exception of th: 
usual Join cloth. In the wet season it is ve: 
severe on natives travelling without clot! 
or blankets.” 


Chains were used also in prisons. 
Octavius Burt, Sheriff and Comptroller- 
General of Prisons was asked— 

* Are neck chains used in prisons ?—Yes 

“Are these chains used continuously durin 
the whole length of the sentence ?—Yes. 

** Kindly let me know what is vour authority 


the them ?—There is no legal 


use of 


so universally adopted that it is never ques- 
tioned. ‘The practice has been in vogue for 
about thirty years or more I believe. 

** Are neck-chains ever used for Europeans ? 
—Not that I know of. 

‘You have no regulations as to the use of 
neck-chains ?—None. 

** Have you any regulations as to the weight 
and size ?—There is nothing laid down. 

The weights of the chains in use are :— 
20ebourne, from 2 Ibs. 12 ozs. to 5 lbs. 14 ozs. ; 
Broome, 2 Ibs. 2 ozs.; Wyndham, 5} Ibs. with 
Yale lock and everything complete. 


** Has the chain a collar and padlock ?—T! 
chain encircles the neck and is fastened with 
m ll Yale lo oe 

William Paterson, gaoler, Broome, 


on the same subject was examined as 
follews— 


“Who supplies you with thes chains ? 
rhe Comptroller-General of Prisons. 
“Do you use any ‘up’ and ‘ down 


‘hains ?—No. 





“ Tf you did use such a chain the weight 
be much less, would it not ?—Yes. It would 
take a great deal of the strain off 

“Have you any authority for usi 
chains at all ?—Yes. 

“What is the nature of this authorits 
The nature of the authority is that [ must 
all native prisoners consigned to my keeping 


in chains. 











“From whom did you receive this ordet 
Che Comptroller-General of Prisons, Mr. Burt 


‘* When did you receive this order ? 


the middle of last year, as near as I can tell at 
the present time 
* Doyou mean to teil me that ¢ Lori; l 


prisoner who comes here, say for a minor offe 
¢.g., absconding under the ‘ Merchant Shippir 
act,’ has to be chained ?—Yes, according to the 
order mentioned 
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“ Even although the boy is fairly civilised, 
and perhaps educated and working for Euro- 
peans for years ?—Yes. 





“Ts it ever mentioned in the warrant that 
aboriginal prisoners are to be chained ?—No. 

“Ts it just custom and usage then ?—Yes. 

“ Do you place neck-chains on any other than 
aboriginal prisoners ?—No.” 


It appeared from the Report that 
the gaol-rs sometimes allege that the 
prisoners could not be kept in safe 
custody except by being chained. That 
was due to the fact that the prisons were 
not properly constructed. The use of 
chains could easily be abolished if the 
prisons were properly constructed. 


The following was from the evidence of 
John James Pond, gaoler, Roeburne, who 
was questioned as follows— 


“Ts it ever mentioned in the warrants that 
the aboriginal prisoners should be kept in 
chains ?—I have never seen it. 

“Do you place neck-chains on any other 
than aboriginal prisoners ?—No. 

“Why not ?—It is not necessary. 


“The cells in which your aboriginal prisoners 
are confined are all stone, with iron bars to the 
windows and iron gates ?—Yes. They are very 
substantial. 


“* Are these cells sufficiently strong to prevent 
escape ?—I should say so. 

“Are the neck-chains kept on the prisoners 
at night ?—Yes. 


“‘ Are they fixed to the walls ?—Yes. 
are fastened to rings in the wall. 


They 


“If these cells are sufficiently strong, why 
are the chains not removed at night ?—That I 
could not give you any reason for. If the 
chains were taken off, the prisoners might 
‘rush’ the gates. Two officers are always on 
duty, and we would have to arm them. There 
are twenty prisoners in each cell. It would be 
possible to leave the prisoners chained together, 
but not cuffed to the wall. 


““ What do you mean by being ‘ cuffed’ ?— 
Attaching the end of the chain by a small hand- 
cuff to the ring in the wall.” 


The same witness was examined as 
follows in regard to split-links— 


‘* When you first receive aboriginal prisoners 
at this gaol are the neck-chains fixed by single 
cuffs or by Yale locks ?—Some have Yale locks 
and some have single cuffs. 


** Are the neck-chains ever fixed by any other 
method ?--Yes; by iron split-links. Two 
batches of prisoners from Wyndham, twenty 
in each batch, were fixed by this method. 


“What was your method of opening these 
split-links ?—By hammer and chisel, with the 


Mr. John Campbe'l. 
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prisoner’s neck placed on the blacksmith’s 
anvil. 


“Ts not this a dangerous method ?—Yes. 
In case of accident in transport, especially on 
board ship; if there was a wreck, every life of 
the twenty might have been lost. Even on 
shore if one prisoner had a fit it might prove 
too late to open a link. 


“Does the escorting constable carry appli- 
ances to open such split-links in case accident 
should suddenly befall to any one of the batch ” 
—I have never seen any. 


“ About how long did it take your warder 
to unloose each split-link ?—Between five and 
ten minutes. 


“That is to say, even with all appliances 
ready to hand, it would take a warder any 
where between one and a-half and three hours ? 
— Yes. 


** Did the warder find it a difficult job when 
he unloosened the split-links on the prisoners 
that came here ?—Yes. I had to superintend 
and hold the chain while the officer opened the 
link with hammer and chisel. I was afraid it 
might injure the prisoners’ necks; these 
prisoners had no proper necklets—all raw 
chains. 


“Can you let me take possession of one of 
these split-links ?—Yes. 


“Did you draw the escorting constable’s 
attention to such split-links being used ?—Yes. 
I asked him why they were used. He did not 
know. Two of my warders were present.” 


George Jeffrey Scott, gaoler, Wynd- 
ham, was examined as follows— 


“When you first receive aboriginal prisoners 
at this gaol from the police, are the neck-chains 
fixed by single cuffs, Yale locks, or split-links ? 
—Some are fixed with patent split-links, some 
with both cuff and ordinary split-links, occa- 
sionally with cuff only. I think the cuff is only 
readjusted in the police yard to save time. 
It is mostly done with split-links. 


“In case of a fall or a fit, is not the use of a 
split-link dangerous ?—Very often. The use 
of the split-link is dangerous. Also the fact 
of the chain being too short is dangerous. If 
a prisoner fell he would be bound to drag down 
the prisoner on either side of him. 


‘** How short have you noticed the chain join- 
ing two prisoners necks ?—Twenty-four inches. 
I have remarked to the police that I have 
thought it much too short and was cruel. 


“This Commission has been informed that 
in the majority of cases the witnesses for the 
prosecution are young women. Is that so ?— 
In every case on the charge of cattle-killing 
the police have always brought female aboriginal 
witnesses. 


“* Young ones ?—Yes. 


‘* Have you ever drawn attention to the fact 
that these aboriginal witnesses are always young 
females ?—No. I have always drawn atten- 
tion to the fact that the witnesses are females.” 
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Matthew John Langtree, stockman, 
gave the following evidence as to the 
chaining of witnesses— 


“ Are the women put in chains ?—Yes. This 
is done as a safeguard because they are wit- 
nesses against the male prisoners. 


‘** Are the women witnesses ?—Yes, in the 
majority of cases. They are young women.” 


John Wilson, constable of police, 
Isdell River, was questioned as follows— 


“ Do you ever arrest the gins ?—Yes. 


“Do you accuse them of cattle-killing ?— 
No. 


“Do you arrest them as witnesses ?—Yes. 

““ Have you any legal authority to arrest these 
women as unwilling witnesses ?—No. Not that 
I am aware of. 


“* How do you detain them, with neck-chains ? 
—They are chained by the ankles. 


** Do you mean that their two legs are chained 
together ?—No. I fasten the gin to a tree with 
a handcuff and then fix the chain to one ankle 
with another handcuff—one handcuff for each 
prisoner. 


“Ts it only at night that they are chained 
like this ?—It is necessary to detain them some- 
times in the day when going through scrub or 
rocky country where they might get away. It 
is very rare that they have to be secured in the 
daytime. 


** The Commission has received evidence that 
these witnesses are generally young gins or 
young children. Is that so ?—I have never 
brought in female children as witnesses, that is, 
what I have considered children. 


“Have you brought in young women ?—Yes. 
“Have you brought in old women ?—Yes. 


“Ts it true that more young women are 
brought in as witnesses than very old ones ?— 
{ think there would be an equal portion of 
each, 


**Do you allow your trackers or the assisting 
stockmen to have sexual intercourse with the 
gins whose relatives or friends you have ar- 
rested 7—They may do it without my knowing 
it. 

“Do you take any precautions at night that 
these assisting stockmen or trackers do not 
have connection with the women when chained 
to the trees ?—No. 


** Does such intercourse go on ?—I suppose 
it does. It could go on in the camp at night 
and I would know sothing about it. 


“So far as you know, then, this sexual inter- 
course may go on with these female aboriginal 
witnesses ?—Yes. 

“Do your trackers have sexual intercourse 
with these female aboriginal witnesses ?—I 
have never watched them. They might do so. 
{ sleep at ease myself and never take any notice 
of these things. It would have caused trouble 
if I did.” 
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‘When the witness was asked whether 
women who were wives and relatives of 
the prisoners were warned as to giving 
evidence he said he did not warn them 


about giving evidence against their 
husbands, 


John Inglis, constable, was questioned 
as follows— 

«Do they realise the harm that they are doing 
to their husbands ?—Not in the slightest. They 
do a lot of harm against their husbands, and 
do not know it.” 

John Wilson was questioned as to 
bringing evidence for the defence— 

“Do you biing in any witnesses for the 
defence—No. 

“Why not ?—It is not a customary thing in 
the dist.ict. I have never scen it done. 

“This is rather a one-sided kind of justice 
for the black, is it not.2—Yes. I have never 
known it to be done since I have been in the 
district. 

“You have admitted that some of these wit- 
nesses are relatives of the prisoners, have you 
not ?—Yes. They are all related in one way or 
another to the prisoneis.” 


John Inglis, Constable of Police, Hall's 
Creek. was examined on this point as 
follows— 

“Do you ever bring in any witnesses for the 
defence ?—No. 

“Ts not this a rather one-sided kind of justice 
for the black ?—It is in a sense. It is a queer 
country where I am. Every motber’s son is 
guilty.” 

H. Mackenzie Skinner, J. P., Wyrd- 
ham, was questioned as follows— 

“Have they any witnesses for the defence ? 
—No; never.” 

Mr. Prinsep, Chief Protector of 
Aborigines, gave evidence as— 

«Ts an aboriginal prisoner discharged from 
gaol without clothes ?—Generally, I believe. 

“Do the police bring bim into Court without 
clothes ?—Yes, as far as I know.” 

The evidence of Dodwell Browne, R.M. 
and district medical officer, Wyndham, 
contained the following— 

“Do you ask the accused how be pleads ?— 
Yes. 

“Through an interpreter ?—The interpreter 
generally asks how the man plead;, and the man 


answers to the Bench witk gestures or in the 
usual pidgin and broken English. 


“Who is this interpreter, a3 a rule ?—He is 
generally the police boy. 

‘““How oa. you guard against this interpreter 
telling you a lie ?—Ip no way whatever. 
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“Does he always understand the language of 
the accused, or does le speak through another 
interpreter ?—They are of different tribes, but 
from what I seo I think they can understand 
pretty well the drift of what is said generally. 


“Because the accused happens to admit or 
is made to admit that be has killed a beast, do 
you take such a reply to mean that be proposes 
to plead guilty ?—The charge is explained 
as carefully as I can do it. They kill a beast 
on such and such a day at such and such a 
creek. If the man says that he kills such and 
such a beast I take it that he pleads guilty. 
I think, and have seen it, that a man will plead 
guilty now for killing a beast some time ago. The 
native cannot separate two charges on two 
beasts, and will still have the one offence in his 
mind. If he kills a bullock once he will plead 
guilty to every subsequent enarge of killing 
& bullock no matter how often ke will be charged 
with it. 

“Do you believe that these wild blacks can be 
made to understand the scope of the meaning 
of the terms ‘pleading guilty’ or ‘intent’? 
—I think very few of them do.” 


William Paterson, gaoler, Broome, was 
asked— 


«« Amongst the aborigines sentenced for cattle- 
killing whom you have sbown me, and to whom 
you have spoken in my presence, how many 
do you think really understand what they are 
here for ?—Not one of them, in my opinion.” 


If an aboriginal pleaded guilty to any 
offence not capital he might be sentenced 
to three years’ imprisonment with hard 
labour. Ordinarily they were charged 
conjointly in batches. Prisoners were 
also cross-examined—a mode of pro- 
cedure utterly alien from the spirit of 
English jurisprudence. 


Mr. A. G. Woodroffe, manager, Ade- 
laide Steamship Company, Wyndham, 
was examined as follows— 


‘‘Does the prosecuting police officer cross- 
examine the accused ?—Yes. 


7 


“Tn ‘ pidgin’ English ?—In cases where the 
natives understand English be docs it directly 
in English. In cases where the prisoner does not 
understand English it is done through the 
interpreter. 


“Are you satisfied that the evidence of the 
aboriginal accused and witnesses is correctly 
obtained ?—That is a hard thing to say. I do 
not understand the native language. There 
is no doubt in my mind that the native witnesses 
in many eases are not properly cross-examined. 
Asa proof of that I can refer you to the deposi- 
tions in the Courthouse at Wyndham, which 
will show that the questions put to all the 
natives are answered alike in every detail. They 
all have the same story. / 


“When blacks are accused of a crime you do 
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in my own mind that they never have a fair 
trial. If a native is tried for murder he is 
tried before tbe Resident Magistrate and 
committed for trial, and then the same Resident 
Magistrate is given a commission to again try 
the same case. Itis natural that he will not 
direct the jury against his previous verdict. 
I can cite one case (the Teroney case) in which 
[ was not a juryman, but I was interested 
because I offered bail, but it was not accepted 
because the Resident Magistrate had a personal 
animus against me. I attended the Court in 
this case, and the Resident Magistrate told the 
jury that if they did not bring in a verdict as 
directed by him it would not be just and right. 


‘In most of these cases, then, do you think the 
blacks merely get the dhift of the evidence, 
or do they really understand the evidence 
given against them ?—I firmly believe that the 
blacks do not understand the charges that are 
brought against thein.” 

Mr. Prinsep, Chief Protector of 
Aborigines, was questioned as follows— 


“ Are any cases of such a punishment as three 
years imprisonment on an aboriginal known 
to you 7—Yes. 

“For what ?—Ono case of unlawfully wound- 
ing and several others of killing one head of 
cattle. 


“Can you suggest any justification for a three 
years sentence on a black for killing cattle?— 
Yes. Unless severe sentences were given for 
the suppression of this crime, other and more 
unlawful means might be taken against the 
native.” 

“What do you mean by ‘other and more 
ivawful means’? ?—Privato suppression or by 
force of arms. 

“Tn your opinion is nota three years sentence 
a terrible power to put in the hands of a 
justice ?—Certainly.” 


William Paterson,  gaoler, 
was examined as follows— 


Broome, 


“You showed me one old man who was a cripple 
and practically blind. Is this man here for 
cattle-killing ?—Yes. Ihave his wairant, which 
states that he with others pleaded guilty, that 
he did kill one cow, the property of Rose 
Brothers, at Isdell River, on or about the 
I2th day of April, 1904, with intent to steal 
the carease. He received six months im- 
prisonment. 


“Have you reported the fact that this man is 
a cripple and almost blind to your chief ? 
[ have. 


““ What made you report it ?—'The man’s con- 
dition. Ithought it behoved me to recommend 
that the Government remit the remainder of 
his sentence. 


“ Do you believe in long sep 
prisoners ?—No. 
tences for oifences such as cattle-killing. On 
the other hand T have noticed of late that the 
sentences for this offence are not quite so long 


tences on aboriginal 


f am opposed to long sen- 


not think they have a fair trial! ?—Iam satisfied } as they have been in former years.” 


Mr. John Campbell. 
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Roebourne, contained the following— 


‘Do you believe in long sentences on aboriginal 
prisoners ?—I do not. 
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‘Can you give me any reasons for thinking so}? 
{ think that when they have been away from 
their homes so long they seem forgotten when 
they return. Their tribes will have very little 
to do with them. They often commit further 
crimes because their women have been taken. 
“What do you consider the youngest ages 
of the prisoners you have here ?—Sixteen, 
fifteen, and fourteen years. These boys have 
been sentenced to two years imprisonment 
for cattle-killing.” 


(t. J. Scott, gaoler, 


Wyndham, was 
questioned as follows— 


‘**What do you consider the youngest ages of 
the prisoners you have at present ?—Judging 
by appearances, between eleven and thirteen 
years of age. 


“Whit punishment have these children 
received ?—Sentences from six months to two 
vurs, With hard labour. 


‘What proportion of these aboriginal prisoners 
do you honestly believe know what they are 

prison for ?—When I came here a great 
wae vr of them were ‘‘ Myalls,” and their idea 
was Romag: they were here for road-making. 
y become educated the majority of them 
know pe they are here for cattle-killing, as 
they come to gaol so often.” 





The young women who were called as 
witnesses were not sent home again. 
This was a contravention of the regula- 
tions. The police got the money for the 
homeward escort, put it into their own 
pockets, and turned the young women out 
into the streets. 


The hon. Member said he would now 
read the evidence of two natives, giving 
in summarised form a description of the 
evils which prevailed in the administra- 
tion of justice. Boodungarry was an 


aboriginal child, about fourteen years of | 
Gaol | 


age, 


undergoing in Wyndham 
a sentence of two years hard labour 
for alleged cattle-killing. Mr. Hartrick, 
secretary to the Commission, took short- 
hand notes, and compiled the following 
evidence in the form of a readable state- 
ment— 


“T was caught by Jack Inglis and Wilson 
(policemen). Some others, named Manulla and 
(roominyah, were with me and other men. We 
were caught at the camp at Mt. Barrett. I 
had been working for a white man, but left and 
went into the bush. Wilson asked me if [ killed 
cattle. I said ‘No.’ Wilson and Inglis then 
talked together, and they said they would shoot 
me. Inglis put a cartridge in his rifle, pointed 


| it at me, and said he would burn me at a rock. 


{30 Marcon 1905} 
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It frightened me, and I then, said I did kill a 
bullock. The first time I said I did not kill any 
cattle, but this time I was frightened when he 
said he would shoot, and I said I did kill cattle. 
He took me and some other blackfellows, who 
were also frightened. They all said they had 
killed a bullock because they were frightened. 
The policemen put handeuffs on our legs and 
hands. Two of us were chained by the legs. 
They then caught some more blackfellows—a 
big mob—and some gins, and took us away. 
Wilson got a gin and took her into a gully. I 
have seen Policeman Wilson ‘ marry’ plenty 
of gins. We were taken to Hall’s Creek. At 
the Courthouse I said nothing, because Inglis 
told me not to talk. Wilson hammered plenty 
of blackfellows with nulla-nulla. I donot know 
why he “wommered’ [beat] them, but he 
frightened me and I did not talk in the Court- 
house. The gins did all the talking. The 
magistrate only spoke to them. He did not 
ask me whether I killed a bullock.” 


Garngulling, a native about thirty 
years of age, undergoing a sentence also 
in Wyndham Gaol, for alleged breaking 
into a house, was examined — from 
Boodungarry and said— es 


* Jack Inglis [policeman] caught me at the 
station when I was watering cattle for Ben. 
Cranwell. Inglis made me get off my horse and 
go with him. We left my horse at the house. 
The waterbole was close to Ben. Cranwell’s 
house. I went away with Inglis. One day we 
came into a camp and all the black fellows ran 
away into the bush. Inglis asked where the 
black fellows were, and the police boy asked an 
old man, who said they had run away. Inglis 
did not chain me up, but gave me a ride on a 
horse. We met a wagon. Jack Inglis went 
into the camp, but there were no blackfellows. 
We met two gins, who said they wanted to go 
back to Hall’s Creek. We saw tracks of two 
blackfellows and two gins ‘and followed the 
tracks. They caught blackfellow Larry. Inglis 
asked me if [ could find some blackfellows. I 
said there might be some in the creek, as I had 
seen tracks. We had dinner, and saw two police 
boys bring up one blackfellow, who was Larry. 
There were two gins in Inglis’s camp. Inglis 
asked Larry if he killed a bullock belonging to 
Ben Cranwell. Larry said he did not, and that 
he came from Hall’s Creek with a letter for Ben. 
Cranwell. Inglis said to Larry, ‘ Now, you tell 
truth. If you don’t I will burn you in the fire.’ 
I heard it with my own ear. Inglis said, ‘TI will 
shoot you.’ Two gins sat down and said he 
killed cattle. They told a lie. Inglis said, 
‘Tf you don’t tell me the truth I will shoot you.’ 
He picked up the rifle. I saw him holding it 
in his hand. Larry said he only had kangaroo 
beef. We then packed up and looked for some 
more blacks, and got some, including little 
Tommy, and went into Hall’s Creek. I have 
seen policemen | Wilson and Caldow and Jim 
O’Brien ‘marry’ gins. [O’ Brien was a constable, 
but has since left the service.] J have seen 
policemen sleeping with gins at night time. I 
have seen Caldow sleeping with gin Nelly, who 
is now working for the corporal at Wyndham. 
Blackfellows do not like the police. Sometimes 
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on the road we have plenty of tucker, and 
sometimes nothing. Sometimes we have beef. 
Sometimes we have nothing for breakfast, 
nothing for dinner, and for tea we had some 
Johnny-cake. We were often hungry, and had 
only a little bit of tucker. Policeman would 
not let gins or tracker get any food. This 
policeman was named Wilson. We were chained 
to a tree and had no tucker. Policeman 
chained the gins by the leg at night time, so 
that they would not run away. I have seen 
Inglis put a chain on a gin at the 40-Mile, Ben. 
Cranwell’s station [1522.] Sometimes police- 
men and sometimes police-boy shoot kangaroo 
for tucker. Sometimes police-boy gets a 
kangaroo, and takes a prisoner to help him. 
Gins get tucker from the policeman, but they 
don’t give it to the black man.” 


Then he came to the subject of the 
distribution of the Government rations 
and blankets. The Report seemed to 
indicate that the Government did issue 
these things, but that the persons ap- 
pointed to distribute them applied them 
to their own uses. The evidence on that 
point was as follows— 


T. Houlahan, 


Carnarvon— 


“Have you ever caught the police charging 
for rations which they have not supplied ?—I 
have. About three years ago (I cannot re- 
member the exact date) a constable named 
Mercer, stationed at the junction, sent in an 
account for rations supplied to natives, which 
I knew from my own personal knowledge to be 
incorrect. I had seen the natives employed 
and knew that they were being fed by their 
employer. They were employed washing wool 
and picking locks at a shearing shed. After 
seeing that the natives were employed I waited 
to see what the constable would do. An account 
came in for rations supplied, and I fully reported 
on the matter through my department, but 
heard no more about it. 


sergeant of police, 


“Ts it possible for such a thing to happen 
now ?—Yes. It is possible for it to happen now, 
because I am not permitted to visit the upper 
station (junction) when I choose. It could 
happen at any time.” 


Mr. Ostlund, R.M., Marble Bar— 


“In your opinion do those distributing relief 
to natives benefit by so doing ?—I certainly 
think so, and I will read a communication I sent 
to the Aborigines Department on 18th June, 
1900 :— 


‘From my own observation I find that 
the old and infirm natives come for relief 
twice a week, on Mondays and Thursdays. 
On Thursday, the 14th instant, I weighed 
two lots of rations in the presence of Mr. 
C. H. Wilson, a Justice of the Peace, and 
found each to contain about 2 lbs. of rice, 
2 Ibs. of flour, and } Ib. of brown sugar. 
The natives inform me that they always 
receive the same ration. From a calcula- 


tion of the local retail prices the cost of 


Mr, John Campbell. 
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the ration is about half the allowance I 
hardly think the rations supplied alone 
would be sufficient for their sustenance, 
but these are supplemented by the em- 
ployed natives, who are very kind to the 
aged and crippled ones. The natives 
receiving relief appear to be fairly well 
nourished.’ 
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“As far as I remember, I had a reply from 
Mr. Prinsep, in which he said that he did not 
object to distributors pecuniarily benefiting by 
the relief as long as it was within reason. I quote 
this instance to show that I have drawn the 
attention of the Chief Protector to the matter.” 


Mr. J. Langtree, stockman, said— 


‘**T am certain the blacks do not receive the 
rations authorised by the Government.” 


As to the burial of these unfortunate 
aboriginals, the evidence of Mr. Prinsep, 
Chief Protector, was— 

“Are prayers paid for at a burial ?—No; 
unless the deceased was a recognised Christian 

“Have you ever paid for prayers at the 
grave ?—I believe I have in some instances, 
although under protest. 

‘** Do you consider that there is any necessity 
for prayers ?—No.” 


There was only one bright spot, only one 
bit of pleasant reading in all this Report. 
It was the evidence of Father Nicholas, 
a Trappist monk, who seemed to have 
been to these aborigines what Father 
Damien was to the lepers in the Sandwich 
Islands. He established schools, orphan- 
ages, homes for the aged and the infirm, 
and accomplished all this at his own 
expense. Father Nicholas’ evidence was 
as follows— 


“Who pays for_all this ?—I do. Ihave given 
all I have. I have no more. And now for the 
first time after ten years work amongst these 
people, I am in debt to the amount of about 
£100. 

“ Do you mean to tell me that the Govern- 
ment has given you no pecuniary assistance ? 
—Not a penny, so far. But the time has now 
arrived at last when unless the Government 
come soon to my assistance, I can no longer 
continue this expenditure which, though I have 
to admit it with a wounded heart (le ceur 
navre), will mean that I shall have to aban- 
don all such sick natives to their fate. When 
Mr. Olivey travelled round here on behalf of 
the Aborigines Department, the Resident 
Magistrate spoke to him very forcibly on the 
necessity for giving some assistance to these 
blacks. Mr. Olivey promised to make the 
necessary recommendation to the prope! 
quarters. I received only one box of medi- 
cines. 


* Does any religious body give you pecuniary 
assistance in this good and noble work ?—No. 


“You are then dependent only upon the} 


charity of the Broome public 7—Yes. 
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PR cg = you a all ee _ — of appreciating, of ‘using the police boy 
at you have just mentioned ?—With the | . . . . 1 
exception of three of the worst cases (the i official interpreter “re Court, - of 
amputated leg, the pleurisy, and the syphilitic) sentencing them to long terms of im- 
which I have here at the back of my premises | prisonment, and of making them work 
in a tent and a hut, they are all at the Point. | out the whole period of their sentence in 
“Where is this Point ?—A headland, within | chains—all this could be amended by the 
the town boundary, where I have 10 acres, a | vigilant supervision of the Executive, 
very healthy locality and exposed to the sea ms ies anid: 4 tanta ta a 
breeze. an¢ be 10ut net : a ; cours : ) re 
? : P , ISLE re. * had endeayv "ec 
“Ts there anything paid for this?—Yes. It Ls - ae Hh evmadeoamatotabee bathe 
is rented at £3 per year. as simple and concise as possible. If 
the facts set forth were correct—and he 
| apprehended there was no one who would 
a . |impugn their accuracy—then he con- 
* Are there many old and infirm blacks in | f i ‘| ig rs 1 the H nila 
the neighbourhood of Broome ?—Yes; I have | H@enty ins itec t le Louse to condemn 
often found them dying of hunger in the | a State of things which was a disgrace to 
abse ice of a little care and kindness. Consider- | a British colony, and which would be a 


| 
} 
i y 3 ?TOSS | 
ing the many instances I have come across in| blot on even the most barbarous com- 
Broome, how many must there be in other | : 

fe | munity. 


eatres occupied by aborigines! I would sug- 
rest that all such cases, instead of being | 
shandoned to tnt fate the dogs evil be] Sim HARRY | SBTON-KARR (Gt 
some one friendly to she gatiees: But, for this, | Helens) said he had had the opportunity 
the assistance of the Government is essential.” | of looking through this Report on the Con- 
| dition of the Aborigines in Western Austra- 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman the | lia; and he was bound to say that the 
Colonial Secretary what he proposed to | hon. Member was perfectly justified in 
do in this matter? Did he propose to | bringing the matter before the House. 
to make any change in the constitution | Any one who spent half an hour in read- 
of the Protector of Aborigines? That | ing that Report could only come to the 
gentleman seemed to have no legal status. | conclusion that this was a very bad c se 
Powers should be given to him to deal} and ought to be dealt with by the pro- 
with children, in the way of sending | per authorities. He was aware that his 
tiem to schools and reformatories. All| right hon. friend the Colonial Secretary 
the witnesses were unanimous that the | and His Majesty’s Government were in 
children ought to be fed, taught, and|a difficult position, because this was a 
saved from thievery and prostitution. | question which affected the internal 
There were also the questions of supplying | administration of a self-governing colony ; 
the natives with liquor and opium. A | but it was a question of wide and general 
much heavier fine than at present should | interest. They had in another continent 
be impos-d for the first offence. A|an example of what had happened in 
secoid offence should be punished by | regard to the treatment of aboriginal 
imprisonment without the option of a/ races, and if his hon. friend had no direct 
fine. Most of all he urged the necessity | power in this matter, it was just as well 
of a speedy and drastic reform of the | that the British public should not be 
system which prevailed with regard to | ignorant of,and thit British public opinion 
the administration of justice. ‘To effect | should be expressed on, the condition of 
such reform it was surely unnecessary to | things which had been described by the 
wait for fresh leg’slation. These abuses | hon. Gencleman opposite. H» should 
were not so much owing to statutory | like to state to the House the terms of 
defects. They were mainly adminis- | reference upon which this Commission 
trative. The whole evil system of | was appointed. It was appointed by the 
arvesting and chaining both prisoners | Governor of Western Australia on Augu st 
and witnesses in great batches for the | 31st last year. There wassomething sigaifi- 
purpose of securing the capitation fees, | cant in those terms of reference. Tie 'om- 
of forcing the prisoners to plead guilty | mission consisted of one man, no doubt 
at the muzzle of the rifle, of outraging | chosen because he was most thoroughly 
the girl witnesses while in irons, of | cognisant of the conditions of the problem, 
trying native prisoners for off-nces the | and the reference said that this, Commis- 
very nature of which they were incapable | sion was appointed to consider t he position 





“Who pays this £3?—I do. It is my blacks’ 


camp. 
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of the aborigines in West Australia in 
respect of the allegations made when 
the Bill of 1897 was proposed. He 
could only think that the Governor 
must have had some information as 
to the state of things prevailing in 
regard to the natives conveyed to him, 
or he would have given less full power 
to the Commission. 


He did not wish, in regard to this Re- 
port, to harrow the feelings of the House, 
but he should certainly like to refer to 
two points. The first was as to the 
manner in which these prisoners were 
compelled to plead guilty. The Commis- 
sioner reported that, with a view to jus- 
tifying their action in bringing these 
men into court, the police naturally took 
care to be sure of their victims. Un- 
fortunately, the Report went on to 
say— 

“ The Criminal Code of 1892 put something of 
a weapon into the hands of the police. It really 
saves trouble to get the prisoners to plead guilty, 
and it enables the police to deal more rapidly 
with a large number of native prisoners, in re- 
spect of whom they get certain fees, and so, to 
secure convictions, the accused are made to 
~_ guilty—at the muzzle of the rifle, if need 
0. 

One was really reminded of some of the 
things which happened in the dark ages, 
and one could not help looking with won- 
der and regret on the mere possibility that 
such things could happen in the British 
dominions at the present time. The 
other question he wished to refer to was 
that of the failure of the Colonial Govern- 
ment to supply adequate native reserve 
territory. It might be said that part 
of the difficulty of remedying what 
was going on lay in the other difficulty 


of making a perhaps not very intelligent | 
police force understand the best method | 
natives. | 


of dealing with  uncivilised 
What the Commissioner said on this point 
was interesting and instructive. He 
said that a great responsibility rested upon 
the Colonial Executive in respect of the 
large amount of country which they were 
continually allowing to be taken up by 
British settlers without making the 
slightest provision for a land reserve for 
the natives, who were thus dispossessed 
of their hunting grounds. ‘T'o raise cattle, 
the Commission went on to say in the 
Report, the kangaroo, which largely 


served the natives with food, was got rid 
of, and when kangaroos got 


Sir Harry Seon-Karr, 


scarce 
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the unfortunate natives, whose standard 
of intelligence and of right and wrong 
was naturally not very high, were almost 
bound to commit crime in order to save 
themselves from starvation. In other 
words, they must either kill sheep or 
cattle which did not belong to them or 
they must starve. No doubt this, as he 
had said, was really a matter for the 
consideration of the colony, since it was 
a self-governing one, but he thought 
there was also some responsibility upon 
them, and, at all events, he was sure his 
right hon. friend would wish to seek some 
chance of impressing or the Colonial 
Government the desirability of giving 
these poor natives some chance of living 
in their own country. Much the same 
problem had presented itself in the 
Western States of America, but it was 
solved in a very different way, because 
when the Indians were conquered and the 
whites entered on possession of their 
territory large reserves were kept for 
them. That was the only way in which 
they could live, since the buffaloes which 
they used to hunt had been practically 
exterminated. If they had not been 
supplied with reserves they would have 
been face to face with the dilemma which 
they were now allowing the unfortunate 
aborigines of Western Australia to face. 
The same problem would probably face 
them for many years in Africa, and the 
only way he could see of meeting it was 
to arrange for the provision of more 
reserves on which these natives could 
live. In Australia, as he had said, they 
had no direct control, but he thought 
the question ought nevertheless to occupy 
the serious attention of the Colonial 
Government, and he thought, so far as 
was possible, public opinion io this 
country might fairly be so expressed as 
to stimulate action by the Government. 
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Might he, in conclusion, point to the 
conclusions at jwhich the Commissioner 
arrived at the close of his Report? He 
admitted that in the areas over which 
the investigation had been made he was 
satisfied that the natives, generally, were 
not subjected to any actual physical 
cruelty, but said that wrong and in- 
justice were taking place throughout 
those areas which could not, in his 
opinion, be longer either hidden or toler- 
ated. Fortunately these wrongs were of 
such a nature, he added, that they could 
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be dealt with by legislative action and by 
Departmental supervision, and he con- 
clu led with the earnest prayer, on the eve 
of his departure, that in the next Colonial 
Parliament the Bill of 1894 supplemented 
would become the Aborigines Act of 
1905. There were redeeming features in 
the case—one was that un attempt was 
made on a former occasion to bring in 
a Bill protective of the natives, and the 
other was that the Governor of the colony 
seemed to have had his attention drawn 
to the matter at a more recent date, 
sid that thet led him to appoint the 
Commission, It should not be forgotten 
also that the Commissioner had only just 
reported, so that: they might hope for 
lie passing of the Bill, which was again 
He would only express a 
hope, in conclusion, that his right hon. 
iriend would give the House 
assurance that, so far as he was con- 
cerned, everything possible would be 
done to expedite a retorm in this matter. 


— 


on the stocks. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
_ Cleveland) said the case presented | 
by the two previous speakers appeared, 
trom the Report of the Commission, to be 
only too well founded, and went to show 
that the old gloomy st rv of the treat- 
ment of aboriginal Australians by white 
men was still true in at least one of 
the Colonies. He only wished that the 
hon. Member who had brought the ques- 
tion forward had shown equal zeal for 
the natives of the Congo State, but by 
i Strange inconsistency he happened to 
be the only Member o/ that House who 
hitherto had undertaken the defence of 
the Congo Government when its methods 
were called in question in the British 
Parliament. 


Me. JOHN CAMPBELL: The charges 
made last yeir against the Congo were 


vague and shadowy, based mainly on 
hear: ay and not on substantial evidence. 
The Roth R> ‘port which he had bee: dis- 
cusdnug was a legal, public document, 
upon which he invited the House to pass 
its opinion. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 
His Majesty’s Government had sent the 
British Consul on a tour of inquiry in 
the Congo Free State, and it was on the 
revelations in his Report that their 


{30 Maron 1905} 


some | 


(No. 1) Bill. 


[ indictment largely rested. But, how- 
ever that might be, the House had 
reason to be grateful to the hon. Member 
that night. He quite realised that the 
Government of West Australia and not 
the Colonial Secretary were responsible 
for what the Report of the Commission 
disclosed, but it was nevertheless well 
that it should be clearly known that 
there were many Members of the British 
House of Commons who felt most strongly 
on this matter, and who expressed a very 
| ardent hope that early and e Te-tive steps 
| would be taken to stop the dis:reditable 
proceedings that had been described. 

He wished, however, to deal with 
another question. He did not know 
whether the attention of the Government 
had been drawn to a proclamation issued 
in Southern Nigeria in 1900. Under 
that proclamation the Governor was em- 
powered to order a chief to attend to 
the cleaning out of any creek, and to call 
on the natives to do the work without, ap- 
parently, any pay, while any man refusing 
to help in the work was liable to im- 
| prisonment. That was a system of 

|forced labour—a _ corvee—which he 

‘thought it undesirable to introduce 
into British Colonies, especially as it 
might with equal justice be applied in 
regard to the making of roads and rail- 
ways, and he trusted that, unless the 
prociamation was qualified in some 
way in its administration, its withdrawal 
would be ordered by the Colonial Secre- 
tary. He also pressed the right hon. 
Gentleman for further information in 
connection with the Chinese labour 
question in South Africa—information 
which had been promised on various 
occasions. He specially wanted specific 
inquiry to be made into the report that 
white men were being dismissed from 
the Transvaal mines to make room for 
Chinese coolies through the substitution 
ot hand-drills for machine-drills. He 
was assured that such displacement 
was taking place, especially in the Van 
Ryn Mine, and he also understood that 
a proportion of the white men who were 
ousted had the option of going back to 
work at a reduction of from twenty-five 
to thirty per cent. in their wages 
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*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
that on a previous occasion he raised 





the matter of the Transvaal loan. There 
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were two points which he pressed on 
the attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
One was in regard to the guarantee of 
the mineowners, and he desired to 
again press it on the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman. The other was 
the question of the draft Ordinance 
which the Legislative Council had to pass 
before the thirty million loan could be 
issued aud was also very important, 
having regard to the _ relationhips 
between the Colonial Office and the 
Legislative Council with reference to 
the loan. He thought he could put his 
case by quoting from two despatches. 
Sir Arthur Lawley, on December 7th,1903, 
wrote that, not having heard from Lord 
Milner, he was anxious to know whether 
they were to pass the necessary (rdi- 
nance during the then ensuing session, 
and if so what should be the form 
of the Ordinance, having regard to the 
existing guarantee loan. To that the 
right hon. Gentleman replied on Decem- 
ber 12th— 

“‘ Referring to your telegram of December 6th, 
I fully discussed the issue of the first instalment 
with Lord Milner. I do not consider it desir- 
able at present to approach the guarantors as 
to the terms of the issue, but I shall do so 
before long probably, and will inform you of 
the result. All necessary provision in respect 
of the guaranteed loan is made in the draft 
Ordinance formulated in my despatch of the 
22nd August. The Ordinance should be passed 
exactly as drafted, otherwise marked difficulties 
might arise here.” 

Incidentally a very important point 
arose as to the question of the sinking 
fund. The mineowners _ stipulated 
that there should be no sinking fund. 
The Lieutenant-Governor, replying on 
the initiative of the right hon, Gentleman, 
said that a sinking fund was considered 
essential by the Executive Council. 
These were two points the House ought 
to bear in mind when discussing this 
matter. Another point was the view 
of the Boers in regard to the loan, At 
the Boer congress on May 23rd, 1904, 
a resolution was passed reiterating the 
protest of the deputation to the right 
hon. Gertleman the Member for West 
Birmingham in January, 1903, against 
the placing of a thirty million war debt 
on the land before responsible govern- 
ment was granted. He desired to 
ask the Colonial Secretary whether 
he had conceded the wishes of the 





Boer Congress that no step should be 
Mr. McCrae. 
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Transvaal loan until representative 
government had been granted; whether 
the Legislative Council of the Transvaal 
had really refused to pass the Ordinance 
to sanction this loan; or whether they 
had put before the right hon. Gentleman 
reasons which enabled him to come to the 
conclusion that in the meantime the loan 
should not be issued. He agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol in the statemen* that the 
Government ought to have made an ar- 
rangement with the Legisl:tive Council 
of the Transvaal at the time the guarantee 
loan was issued. That was the time to 
get the Legislative Council of the Trans- 
vaal to have passed the Ordinance sanc- 
tioning the loan. The Government did 
not do so, and the result had been that all 
negotiations had stopped since December, 
1903. He hoped th» right hon. Gent'e- 
man would in his reply give some explana- 
tion as to this. 


*Tiae SECRETARY or STATE ror vue 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyvievrox, Warwick 
and Leamington) said the hon. Member for 
Cleveland had not given him notice of 
his intention to raise the question of a pro- 
clamation in 190) for the clearing out of 
creeks in Southern Nigeria. He was un- 
able to deal with the question from mem- 
ory, but he would make inquiries. As to 
the question of Chinese labour, he was in 
possession of Returns with regard to 
sentences, and he proposed to embody 
them in a Blue-book very shortly. A 
Report upon South African native 
affairs had been placed in the Library. 
With regard to the alleged d-splace- 
ment of white men by the substi- 
tution of hand labour for machine labour 
the facts were these. In a reef which 
was narrow it was undesirable to use 
the machine, because there was a 
danger that when the dynamite charges 
were placed in the holes drilled 
they would blow down not only 
the reef but also a portion of the roof 
which was incumbent onthe ref. This 
was bad from the point of view of 
economy, because a quantity of rock 
became mixed with the ore and s-fting 
was expensive, and also because there 
was great danger to the workmen. 
Therefore the use of machine-drills in 
narrow reefs was undesirable. They 
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came into use to some extent during the 
time when there was a great shortage of 
native labour. That shortage was now 
being redressed, and the machine-drill 
was now only being used in reefs that 
were sufficiently broad. He was informed 
that the result was not to displace white 
labour at all. That was merely the 
dictum that he had received from 
authoritative sources in South Africa, 
and before he made himself a party to it 
he should wish to see the exact figures. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said that white labour was intended to 
be mérely temporary in these mines, and 
it was intended, as soon as native and 
other labour could be found, that the 
white labour should be replaced. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he was 
aware that during the time of the short- 
age of labour the mine-owners used every 
effort to secure the elaboration of a small 
stope machine for the purpose of meeting 
these difficulties instead of employing 
white unskilled labour, and whether that 
attempt had been abandoned. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said he had not 
heard of the attempt suggested by the 
hon. Member. With regard to the points 
raised by the hon. Member for Edinburgh 
in connection with the Transvaal loan, 
the matter now stood in this position. 
A sinking fund was obviously desirable 
in the c.se of such a@ loan, and the 
desirability was pointed out by him to 
the guaian ors. The assent of the 
guarantors to the creation of a sinking 
fund was givea in January, 1904, pro- 
v.ded that taere was no diminution of the 
interest. The Government had io take 
great care in dealing with the terms of 
ths guarantee, as any voriition of the 
terms might have released the guarantors 
from theirooligation. Whon he first went 
to the Colonial Offices, and was not very 
fariliar with the question of the loin, he 
hoped to raise the first £10,000,000 in 
Jaiu ry, 1904, according to the promise 
which had been given and had never been 
receded from by the underwriters. But 
it was expressly understood that this 
Joan should not be issued at a time of 
unfavourable market conditions, and by 


January, 1904, it had become apparent | 
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that the market coaditions were very 
unfavourable. That condition of things 
continued throughout a considerable 
portion of 1904. The time went by in 
which this loan could be issued, and in 
the ordinary course the condi ion pre- 
cedent to the issue of the loan—namely, 
the passage of the Ordinance—also lapsed. 
He understood the hon. Member to ask 
whether it was not desirable now to 
obtain the Ordinance from the Legislative 
Council. What he desired on behalf of 
the Government was not to press this 
subject upon the nominated Assembly. 
He had admitted that the money market 
was now favourable, and the guarantors 
were willing and anxious that the loan 
should be issued. But the Imperial 
Government thought that it was desirable, 
not only in the economic interests of the 
mother country, but also ina high degree 
politically, that the representative 
Assembly should take this obligation 
upon themselves. For that reason he 
had not proceeded with the Ordinance, or 
asked the unrepresentative Assembly to 
sanction it, which would be the necessary 
step if the loan were to be issued at the 
present time, 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.K., Barnsley) said the money market 
was favourable now. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said if the market 
conditions were favourable the guarantors 
were equally willing to adhere to 
the conditions of their underwriting. 
He did not know whether the prophecy 
of the hon. Member that representative 
Government would not have come into 
being until the present Administration 
had gone out of being was an anticipa- 
tion of gloom or of hope, but he was 
afraid it could not affect the question. 
If he understood the debate aright, 
even the hon. Member’s own side—he 
might quote the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Berwick and the senior 
Member for Oldham—agreed that the 
loan should not be enforced by the high 
hand of a nominated Council, but that 
they should wait until representative 
Government had come into being. He 
further understood the hon. Member to 
say that the Boers had protested against 
this obligation being undertaken in 
any form by the colony until the fullest 
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self-government had been granted. That ' 
was no part of any understanding, ex- 
pressed or implied by His Majesty’s 
Government, and they wholly declined 
to accept such a conclusion. 


*Mr. McCRAE asked whether any 
opinion had been expressed by the Legis- 
lative Council with regard to the issue 
of the loan, altogether apart from the 
question of the £10,000,000 and the 
favourable opportunity. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said that no opinion 

had been given by the Legislative Council 
en that point. The correspondence 
which took place between His Majesty’s 
Government, Lord Milner, and Sir 
Arthur Lawley was strictly confidential, 
so that he had not been able to lay 
it on the Table of the House, but no 
communication had passed between the 
Home Government and the Legislative 
Council on that point. 


With regard to the subject brought 
forward by the hon. Member for South 
Armagh, after a very full analysis of 
quotations from the Report which had 
been made, it was unnecessary for him 
further to elaborate the matter. No one 
who had read that Report could possibly 
say that the state of things there re- 
vealed was not wholly deplorable. No- 
body could defend such a condition of 
affairs or read of it without a feeling 
of great abhorrence. But hon. Members 
would remember that they were dealing 
with a self-governing colony which as re- 
carded itsinternal affairs was substantially 
independent. A measure had beenbrought 
forward in the Legislative Council of 
that colony dealing with this matter. 
But he was informed that the Govern- 
ment of Western Australia desired to 
make perfectly certain of the facts— 
more precisely certain of the exact 
nature of the deplorable state of affairs 
which had been brought to their notice 
—and they appointed Dr. Roth, a 
thoroughly eflicient and independent 
man, to inquire into the matter. On 
December 29th they received from him 
the Report which had been so largely 
quoted, and that Report reached the 
Colonial Office on the 23rd of this month. 


He had written a despatch and also 
cabled to know in detail what 
were the precise intentions of. 


Mr. Lyttelton. 
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yet received a reply. He understood 
that this Commission was appointed in 
order that full legislation might be 
brought forward in 1905, and he ent‘rely 
identified himself with the hope expressed 
by the Commission that the legisla- 
tion brought forward in 1904 would, 
with the additions recommended in the 
Report, become an Act of Parliament 
in 1905. He expressed the obligatious 
of himself and the House to the hon. 
Member for having brought forward 
this matter, which it was obviously de- 
sirable in the interests of all should be 
made public ; but he wished particularly 
to guard himself against admitting that 
the Australian Government were not 
conscious of the evils which existed or 
not desirous of dealing with the matter 
with thoroughness and ¢xpedition. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) fully endorsed the concluding 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman, 
end said that while it was perfectly 
obvious that in such a matter the authori- 
ties at Downing Street had no control 
over the self-governing Colonies, it was 
of advanteg: that public opinion in 
this country should be expressed, not 
for the purpose of reflecting in any way 
on the Colonial Government, but with 
the hope that it was in accord with 
British views and that it would 
thereby be strengthened in the carrying 
out of proper reforms. With regard to 
the Transvaal loan, the right hon. Gen- 
tleman had once more repeated, 
though it was an answer to their con- 
tention, that he could not see his way 
to press or force upon the Legislative 
Council, just when some extension 
of representative government was to be 
made, an Ordinance recognising thie 
obligations of the Transvaal in regard to 
this loan. Every Member of the Oppo- 
sition who spoke in the previous debate 
agreed that it would be a great mistake 
to do anything of the sort under existing 
circumstances. Obviously the loan 
could be issued only when the market 
was favourable, and the Ordinance could 


as 
ay 


not be forced through the present orf 


any other Legislative Chamber against 
its will. But the point raised by lus 
hon. friend was that the House gave its 
assent to the £35,000,000 loan on the 
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absolute condition that the £30,000.000 
loan should be issued at some time, and 
the then Colonial Secretary said that 
an Ordinance would be at once passed 
by the Legislative Council giving a 
legal recognition on the part of the 
Transvaal of their indebtedness in 
that respect. The question was, why 
was not that Ordinance passed in 1903, 
which all agreed could not be asked for 
now? It was most unfortunate that 
it should not have been passed 
then, as the question would not now 
have arisen in connection with the 
change in the form of government, 
hut the right hon. Gentleman had given 
no explanation whatever of why the 
Ordinance had been hung up for two 
vears. With regard to the alleged sub- 
stitution of Kaftir and Chinese labour 
for white labour, he understood the 
facts were not denied. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON made an observa- 
tion which was inaudible in the 
Gallery. 


Press 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to admit that 
under certain conditions there had been 
a substitution, but that on the whole 
there had not been a diminution of 
white labour. In the particular mine 
referred to, it was not the case that the 
white labour which had been removed was 
temporary labour. He understood that 
permanent labour, and that 
it had been displaced simply because 
of the alteration in the system under 
which Kaffir and Chinese labour was 
substituted for white labour. He did 
not doubt that the Colonial Secretary 
was under the impression that no such 
substitution had been made. Those 
who had considered the figures given 
at the beginning of last year before 


it was 


Chinese labour was brought in, must 
have come to the conclusion that, 


compared with the former proportion 
of white to coloured labour, there 
had been a very considerable  sub- 
stitution of Kaffir and Chinese labour 
for white labour in connection with the 
mines both above and below ground. 
The latest figures showed that, since 


the advent of the Chinaman, white 


labour in the mines had only increased 
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by 2,000, and even some proportion 
of that was due to work anticipatory 
of the advent of the Chinese. There 
were something like 50,000 more natives 
and Chinese, that was, 20,000 natives 
and 330,000 Chinese in the mines. Upon 
those figures, instead of there being an 
increase of white labour of 2,000 there 
should have been an increase of 8,000 
or 10,000, as an influx of 50,000 unskilled 
labourers ought to have led to a pro- 
portionate increase in the employment 
of white labour, but the old proportion of 
white to coloured labour there had dis- 
appeared, and that would have more than 
accounted for the increase of 2,000, so 
that practically there had not been a 
single additional white man employed 
because of the importation of Chinese 
labour. The real fact of the matter 
was that before the influx of Chinamen 
there was great pressure upon the mine- 
owners to use white labour and they 
employed white labour. The whole 
of that pressure had now disappeared, 
and naturally they now were employing 
a far smaller proportion of white men 
to unskilled labourers than before 
the influx of the Chinaman. Would 
the Colonial Secretary try to find out 
how far white labour had been displaced, 
in what way, and whether there were 
at the present moment as many white 
men employed in proportion as there 
were before the importation of the 
Chinese ? He appealed to the right hon 
Gentleman to state whether the time had 
not come when some limitation ought 
to be placed upon the influx of the China- 
man. When the Colonial Secretary got 
the House to consent to the Chinese 
Ordinance, he did so on the ground that 
there was a deficiency of 30,000 unskilled 
labourers. Now he had not only got 
30,000, but 50,000. They had seen how 
the experiment was likely to operate, 
and he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
mhight very well now say whether he in- 
tended placing some limitation upon the 
influx of the Chinese instead of allowing 
the mineowners to introduce as many 
as they like. He should also like to 
know when they would have placed 
before them the letters patent of the new 
Constitution. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman inform the House whether 
they were likely to have this information 
before Easter. 
3Q 
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Sir GILBERT PARKER said that in 


the case of a number of mines in the 


Transvaal the mine proprietors em- 
ployed a very considerable number 
of whites for working drilling machines 
temporarily in order to tide over 
the time until, with greater safety, 


they could employ the hand-drill im 
the unskilled hand of the Chinaman 
or the Kathir. With regard to the em- 
ployment of white men in the mines the 
hon. Member for Poplar had acknow- 
ledged an increase of 2,000, A few weeks 
ago he gave the figures for one mine, which 
showed that there had been an increase 
of 275 white men in that particular mine. 
Of that number seventy-five were em- 
ployed upon buildings and construction, 
and therefore 200 extra white skilled 
workers had been employed in that mine 
since the Chinese were brought in. At 
the first glance the importation of 50,000 
Chinamen and Kaffirs and the small in- 
crease of white men might appear some- 
waat startling, but what were the facts ? 
In the mines, as every business man knew, 
in order to keep the organisation going 
a certain number of men must be em- 
ployed. In the Transvaal, in spite of 
the opinion that had been expressed 
by a good many hon. Members, who 
seemed to think that the mineowners 
were entirely selfish, he wished to state 
that there had been upon the part of 
the mine proprietors a deep sense of their 
responsibility in regard to the employ- 
ment of white labour in the Transvaal, 
and he knew that in many mines white 
men were kept on when there was practi- 
cally very little to do; and they were 
employed, exactly as the hon. Member 
for Cleveland had pointed out, for this 
particular work of drilling by machinery 
which was neither suitable for them or 
for the mines. There had been an in- 
crease of 50,000 Chinamen and Kaffirs, 
but he wished to point out that the pro- 
portion of white men in the mines to 
the amount of production before the 
introduction of Chinese and Kaflirs was 
not according to the necessity, and until 


sufficient Chinamen and Kaffirs had 
been brought in to establish things 


upon the ordinary basis of production, 
there could not, of course, be a very large 
increase of skilled white labour. Of 
course as soon as the balance was 
got then the increase of skilled white 
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labour would be very considerable, 
in the proportions pointed out by the 
Colonial Secretary in his previous 
speeches in the House. It had been 
stated again and again in the country, 
mos: inaccurately, that the proportionate 
increase of skilled white workers to the 
proportion of recruited Chinamen was 
not according to the in‘o:matio : given by 
the Colonial Secretary and others who 
had spoken on the question in relation to 
the mines. Unttl the numbers of Kaffirs 
and Chinese properly balanced the num- 
ber of men kept on, men who were un- 
necessary for the mine when there was 
not sufficient work, until that balance 
was got, there could not be as large an 
increase as would probably be antici- 
pated. That time had almost arrived. 
A number of the white skilled workers 
kept on hitherto without sifficient work 
had now got, sufficient work, and the 
hon. Member for Poplar, in suggesting 
that this increase of 2,000 in white men 
employed represented largely men em- 
ployed in construction, was inaccurate. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 
not make that statement. What he said 
was that they had no information to go 
upon because the Colonial Secretary 
had been unable to give them any. They 
had been informed that the proportion 
of these men employed upon buildings 
and construction was probably about 
25 per cent., and upon that calculation 
they would have to deduct 500 men from 
the 2,000 alluded to. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that 
probably a good number had been em- 
ployed upon construction, but those men 
were being absorbed, and would be 
absorbed when construction ceased by the 
ordinary skilled work in the mines. The 
whole tendency now was towards an in- 
crease of skilled workers rather than the 
decrease which existed before the intro- 
duction of the Chines. He could only 
give his own impression upon this point. 


Perhaps he might be permitted to say a 
word or two in connection with the 
question raised by the hon. Member in 
regard to the Transvaal loan, not from 
the standpoint of those who had already 
spoken. The other day listened 


he 


with interest to the speech of the right 
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hon. Gentleman opposite, 
with great feeling and with great wisdom 
from his large public experience, upon 
their relations to the colonies which they 
had lately acquired, and he said that they 
could afford, if it were a question of closer 
anion with this country, to forego that 
£39,000,000 loan in order to accomplish 


{30 Marcw 1905} 


1 closer identification of those colonies | 


with this country. He might be 
lowed to say something with regard 
to his own experience. Before he went 


ape | 
ain 


to the Transvaal he heard that public | 


opinion there and in the Orange River 
Colony was against the placing of the 
loan. There in their mind an 
mpression that the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony, like some South 
American Republics, might repudiate the 
bargain. This was said once or twice by 
zentlemen whose opinions he rated 
highly, they having had large experience 


Was 


in Colonial matters ; but when he went | 
| any reproach by the people of this country. 


to the Transvaal he came to the con- 
clusion that the £30,000,000 should be 
placed. He believed the Transvaal and 
the Orange River Colony should bear that 
burden. He believed that all reason- 
ible pressure should be put upon them 
bv the Government. 


He was glad to say | 


that the invariable reply to many hun- | 
dreds of inquiries he had made, not among | 


irresponsible people and not among mine- 


owners only, as to whether they meant to | 
repudiate the debt, was that if it meant | 
| pendence, and honour necessarily, and 


ten, fifteen, or twenty years they intended 
to keep to their bargain. 
British people in the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony approved of the 
loan and would be ready to bear the 
responsibility. The hon. Member for 
Kast Edinburgh was quite wrong in 
supposing that there was a feeling against 


All responsible | 
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who spoke feeling against it in the Transvaal. 


There was, however, and naturally, a feel- 
ing among their Boer and Dutch fellow- 
subjects there against it becoming a 
charge upon the future of the country. 
He thought they could understand that. 
The country was a hard one to live in, 
and the Boers were an agricultural people, 
and any heavy charge upon the land 
would be a severe handicap upon them. 
He sympathised with them, and he 
thought they all did in this matter. 
The leaders of the people, however, 
were unnecessarily fearful of this being 
made a burden upon the land. [t 
would not fall upon the land; it would 
fall upon those whom hon. Gentlemen 
in the House thought should properly 
bear it. Those gentlemen who were so 
often criticised in the House would, if 
it were a question of honour, take the 
whole burden upon themselves, if neces- 
sary, in order to clear themselves from 


It would, he thought, be a dangerous 
thing to say that this country was quite 
willing not to press the matter and to 
forego the loan. It was in human nature 
to accept freedom from debt if it were 
offered, and it would, to his mind, be most 
undesirable to suggest: ‘‘ Well, vou are 
hard up; we will not press you; vou 
need not pay the loan.” We should be 
injuring that country instead of bene- 
fiting it, because self-reliance, self-de- 


pre-eminently necessarily demanded in 


this case that the debt should be paid 


/even if it took twenty years. 


it in the Transvaal and the Orange River | 


Colony, and that there might be a strong 
desire to repudiate such a debt of 
honour. 


Mr. MecCRAE: 
Gentleman will allow me to say that I 
did not make any such suggestion. I 
asked whether the Legislative Council 
might not repudiate it. 


Str GILBERT PARKER begged the 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon, He under- 


/a 
Perhaps the hon. | ‘ 


It was a 
question which the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony must face, not 
only in our interests, but in the interests 
of their own nationality. 


Referring to the question of the 
treatment of aborigines in Western 
Australia, the hon. Member said he was 
extremely glad the House had taken 
temperate view on this question. 
Anyone who had lived in a colony for 


‘any length of time knew how sensitive 


the people there were. When they saw 


facts crowded into a Report like that 


| quoted it was too dramatic. 
| the 


| judgment. 
stood him to say that there was a strong | tion on this question, and the House 


They had 
whole thing concentrated in a 
fashion which was apt to mislead the 
There was a previous agita- 
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would remember that most of these un- 
fortunate acts on the part of officials, 
police, and others were the results of a 
series of reprisals upon both sides. In 
the old days of Queensland there was not 
a squatter that was safe, and if the West 
Australian Government punished severely 
there was good reason for it; for some- 
times the stealing of horses or the killing 
of cattle practically deprived the people, 
who were far from railways and means of 
locomotion, of the means of livelihood. In 
dealing with native races, and particu- 
larly with a race so low down the scale of 
intelligence as the aborigines of Australia, 
methods sometimes severe and often 
cruel were used, but the Government 
must not be blamed; the blame rested 
very largely upon individual people far 
removed from the control of law in a 
sparsely settled country., A responsibility 
was thrown upon the individual in such a 
country which was not thrown upon him 
where millions of people were con- 
centrated and where the supervision of 
conduct could be better maintained. 
He thought the Australian Government 
would act more strongly because of the 
sympathetic pressure discussion in that 
House was sure to produce, and, sug- 
gested that they should not grow too 
sentimental over even such a state of 
things as had been decribed. He expressed 
the opinion that the Australian Govern- 
ment would act with even greater prompt- 
ness than our Government would act. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumiries Burghs) 
said that if they discussed from time to 
time the question of South Africa it was 
not—at least on his part-—from the 
smallest desire to embarrass the Govern- 
ment in their duties in relation to that 
country, and still less was it their desire 
to throw blame on the Colonial Secretary, 
who had had imposed on him by inheri- 
tance a task as difficult as any states- 
man had been required to undertake 
in his recollection of public _ life. 
The reason why they ought to dwell 
to a certain extent on these things 
was that the House during the last 
five or six years had been constantly 
misled by the information which came 
from South Africa. The Press there, 
as was perfectly well known, was mainly 
in the hands of the mineowners, and 
we did not get, and had never got, true 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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statements of facts from Southj Africa. 
We did not know, except from private 
sources, of the destitution and misery 
there was in South Africa, of the suffer- 
ings which the white people had gone 
through, or of the many people who. 
having gone out there in the vain hope 
that they would succeed, had had to 
return. The information which came 
in private letters, and through other 
sources, was that the country was in a 
very serious condition financially and 
socially, He was not speaking now 
about Chinese labour, Therefore, it be- 
came incumbent on the House to dwell 
on these matters more or less. The 
hon, Gentleman who had just sat down 
gave the expectation that there would 
be more white people employed in the 
Transvaal at some future stage. It 
had always been “in the future.” They 
were always to be blessed; they never 
were blessed. Not one of the expecta- 
tions held out in regard to that country 
four or five years ago had ever been 
fulfilled. There had never been an in- 
stance in recent history of such a con- 
stant succession of vain hopes held 
out as to the predicted relations between 
the coloured and the white population 
in the Transvaal. He would _ believe 
those predictions would be verified when 
they were verified. The soldiers who 
went out to this Golconda were to find 
employment and settlement. That was 
on the placards inviting Volunteers. 
What happened ? Many of these men 
went out to stay—but not in the usual! 
sense applied to an emigrant ; and others 
had to come back disappointed to this 
country after risking their life in the 
war. The whole thing had proved an 
utter failure. There was to be an 
agricultural military colony. That was 
dealt with in a Special Report by the 
present Secretary for War who went 
into the history of various military 
colonies from the time of the Romans 
downwards. The whole thing had ended 
in some 500 or 600 heads of families 
being settled in the Transvaal anil 
Orange River Colony together. Hardiv 
any of them had gone with their families, 
and a great proportion of them had since 
left the place. That settlement had cost 
this country from £1,200 to £1,500 per 
head of family who had settled there. 
They could not go on colonising a British 
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white population in the Transvaal when 
each head of family cost from £1,200 to 
£1,500. This expense was primarily 
drawn from the resources of the Trans- 
vaal, but the great part of it had been 
paid for out of the £35,000,000 loan 
which had been guaranteed by this 
country In addition to that, he had 
discovered that upwards of £20,000,000 
of our funds had been spent in the Trans- 
vaal during the two years since the war. 
How much more had yet to be traced ? 
Then, there was the irrigation scheme. 
\ most elaborate Report, approved by 
Lord Milner, recommended the expendi- 
ture of £30,000,000 on irrigation, which 
was one of the things that was to bring 
wealth to and develop the agricultural 
resources of the Transvaal. He believed 
irrigation was a most excellent thing, 
specially in such a country; but they 
had never heard anything more about it. 


Then, there was the debt of £30,000,000 
that was to be repaid. Originally it was 
to be £170,000,000 ; in fact, enthusiasts 
spoke of the whole cost of the war being 
paid by the Transvaal. [MUNISTERIAL 
eries of ‘“*Oh!”] Yes; that was the 
burden of their song. Then it was 
to be £100,000,000 ; next £50,000,000, 
und lastly it came down to £30,000,000, 
But the £30,000,000 had not been paid, 
and he thought rightly because, as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary had said, the equilibrium 
between expenditure and income had not 
vet been established. In other words, 
the Transvaal could hardly pay its own 
way. Here he would correct the hon. 
(rentleman opposite who seemed to think 
that he had said that, on the ground of 
sentiment, the debt of £30,000,000 due by 


the Transvaal should be forgiven. He 
had never put it on that ground. He 


was one of those who believed in main- 
taining the greatness of this country and 
the bonds of union between us and the 
Colonies. He sincerely desired to be 
jusv, not only to the Colonies but just 
to ourselves. When the Estimates for 
the Army and Navy were looked at, 
he thought there was no risk of our being 
unjust io the Colonies, but that a great 
risk was run of being unjust to ourselves. 
No one could see any real prospect of 
this money being paid or this debt being 
undertaken by the Transvaal, and, there- 
fore, it should be dismissed from our minds. 
¢ 
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He might be wrong. He should like to 
see those who fomented the war made to 
pay the whole of the debt; but it was im- 
possible, from the nature of things, to 
say that a population of 300,000 could 
take on the burden of £35,000,000 for 
a loan and the £30,000,000 debt be- 
sides. He believed the Government 
were right not to press for the payment 
of the debt of £30,000,000, although 
he was not advocating any generous 
abandonment of it. But they ought 
to face facts, and not live in dreamland. 
He did not, however, imagine that there 
was any real prospect of getting it at 


all. 


Then they should remember the 
expectations of freedom being estab- 
lished in that country for which we 
went to war. Why, under the Ordin- 
ance issued two or three years ago— 
an Ordinance as autocratic as any ever 
issued in Russia—the Government of 
the Transvaal were enabled to put a 
man out of the country within twenty- 
four hours, without previous notice or 
explanation; and to arrest and keep 
a man in prison for three weeks without 
warrant or bringing him before a magis- 
trate. He was quite sure such rules 
were as objectionable to the sentiment 
of the Colonial Secretary as to him- 
self. The only other matter on which 
he wished to refer was the treatment of 
our Indian fellow-subjects. One of the 
grievances for which we went to war 
with the Transvaal was the unmerited 
and abominable treatment of these 
Indian natives when they went peace- 
fully to that country. It was not dis- 
puted that the restrictions on our Indian 
fellow-subjects were now greater, or at 
least quite as strict, as during the time 
of the South African Republic. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said that a judg- 
ment had been pronounced by the Trans- 
vaal Supreme Court in either May or 
June last, which gave liberty to British 
Indians to trade. That was one of the 
objects sought, and sought in vain, 
from the old Transvaal Government by 
his predecessor and by the Indian Govern- 
ment. That judgment stood, and British 
Indian colonists had a licence to trade as 
aright. That was a substantially better 
position for them to be in than they were 
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before the war, a position against which 
this country protested. 
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Str ROBERT REID said he was very 
glad to hear that. His information must 
be belated. and the recent judgment 
must have escaped his knowledge. Was 
he to infer from the remarks of the right 
hon, Gentleman the Colonial Secretary 
that he was now satisfied the grievances 
of our Indian fellow-subjects had been 
removed ? It was one thing to say 
that a grievance on a particular point 
had been put right; but another thing 
that all their grievances had been re- 
moved. He was certain that the posi- 
tion of our Indian fellow-subjects in 
the Transvaal was still a subject of 
dissatisfaction to the Government at 
home and had been the subject of re- 
monstrance. If he was wrong he would 
say nothing further, but he believed 
he was right in saying the position of 
the Indians in the Transvaal was nct 
satisfactory. He would not, however, 
laboar the matte: further, beyond ex- 
pressing the opinion that it was our 
duty to keep a constant eye on what 
was going forward in South Africa. 
The true remedy would be the granting 
of responsible government, and until 
that was granted we should keep our 
eye om what went forward and_ not 
confine ourselves so closely to the one 
question of Chinese labour as to shut 
our eyes to all the other things that 
were constantly going on against the 
interest of the Transvaal and ourselves. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
raised a question which he said closely 
affected a large number of his constitu- 
ents. He hoped that if the Admiralty 
persisted in a large reduction of men 
in the dockyards they would accom- 
plish that reduction as gradually as 
possible, and thereby minimise the 
sufferings of the labourers and avoid the 
disorganisation of labour generally in 
the particulary districts. He recognised 
the importance of economy, and ventured 
to submit that the reduction of ship- 
building necessary in the interests of 
economy should fall on the private yards 
rather than on the dockyards. He 


fully recognised the importance of the 

Admiralty keeping in touch with the 

puvate yards and giving them a part 
Mr, Lyttelton. 
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of the work so that in times of crisis 
they should have a larger field in which 
to deal with the requirements of the 
Navy. But it was important, in the 
interests of the Government and the 
country, that our dockyards should 
be considered as the first source of 
supply both of new construction and 
repairs. All must recognise the im- 
portance of attracting to the dockyards 
the best workmen of all classes, because 
if there was a reduction in those work- 
men the status of the men would be 
lowered and the Navy would suffer 


in consequence. It was sometimes 
asserted that ships could be built 
cheaper in private yards than in 


the dockyards, but that had not been 
conclusively proved, and he did not 
believe that dockyards, carefully super- 


vised and well managed, could not 
effectively produce . hips and carry out 
repairs. This was a matter of very 


serious consequence to a large number 
of his constituents, and he appealed to 
the Secretary of the Admiralty to ensure 
that where a reduction was necessary it 
should fall rather upon the private yards 
than the dockyards, and thereby main- 
tain the efficiency of the Government 
yards. 

The hon. Member also referred to 
the question of remounts or the Army, 
and stated that two years ago he suggested 
the importance of bringing into closer 
touch the buyer of Army horses with the 
breeder. They all knew the difficulty 
experienced during the late war of pro- 
curing the requisite number of horses. 
The advent of the middleman was bad 
both for the country and the producer. 
He suggested that the repre:entatives of 
the Army should nominate a veterinary 


surgeon in each district to make a 
register of horses suitab'e for Army 
purposes, Then a centra! place shoud 


be arranged to which the horses could be 
brought for inspection by Army buyers. 
This was a matter for consideration 
because the question of the native pro- 
duction of Army horses in the country 
was becoming a serious one. With the 
advent of motor-cars there was a lesser 
desire to breed horses than before, and 
unless breeders were brought into direct 
communication with Army buyers there 
would be great difficulty in obtaining 
horses at all in the future. 
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*Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W) 
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The Board of Education 


education. 


drew attention to the administration of | should give authorities support in this 


the Education Department. He asser ed 
that the Act of 1902 was acknowledged 
by education‘sts on both sides of the 
House to be disappointing in the pro- 


vis‘ons made for the sy tem of secondary | 


national education, and, therefore, they 
were not surprised to find that progress 
under the Act had also been disappoint- 
ing and left much to be desired. He 
would not have raised the question but 
that he felt that the Board of Education 
was to some extent responsible for the 
slow progress that had been made. The 
soard of Education some time ago issued 
regulations which dealt with some very 
important matters. First of all they 
apparently desired to prescribe a high 
minimum fee; they further wished to 
limit to a certain extent scholarships, 
and to establish a separate set of gover- 


nors ior these municipal secondary schools, | 


Those interested in the spread of second- 


ary education found a serious barrier | 
to progress in these regulations. In | 


the first place they aimed a blow at 
what seemed to be one of the main 
features of the Bill, that of co-ordination 
between elementary and secondary edu- 


cation. The idea that the Secretary 
to the Board of Education should give 


large powers to headmasters of schools, 
separate from the authorities 


of the | 


|matter rather than place obstacles in 
| theiy way, and he asked that this circular, 
which they welcomed, should not only 
| be acted up to, but that the Board should 
leave local authorities larger discretion in 
the matter of fees and_ scholarships. 
He was jealous of anything that would 
| interfere with secondary education in con- 
| nection with the poorer children. Genius 
'could always take care of itself, but 
|genius was rare. There were, how- 
| ever, thousands of children who could 
be passed on to se:ondary schools with 
'great advantage to themselve: and to 


| ‘ . 
ithe nation. He was quite sure that 


‘the hon. Baronet might trust the 
| . . . 
‘education authorities not to pass on 


|to secondary schools pupils who could 
obtain no benefit from them; ne ther 
need he be afraid that the schools would 
_ be made a great burden on the neighbour- 
'hood. Rather it should be the business 
of the Board of Education to give the 
education authorities a spur in this matter 
and net obstruct them in any way. He 
| should, therefore, be glad to hear that this 
| circular, which they all welcomed, wou'd 
| not only be acted up to, but that its scope 
| would be extended in orde: to leave local 
author ties a large amount of discret on 
in regard to the matter of fees ancl 
scholarships. 


district, was in itself a serious disadvan- | 


tage, as it was regarded by the authorities | 


asa desire on the part of the Government 
to set up something in the same line as 
the existing grammar schools. 
glad to acknowledge 


that the fresh 


circular letter which had been issued to | 
some extent minimised the evils they | 


siw in those regulations, and he be- 


lieved that the circular had been issued | 
in deference to widely expressed opinions | 


of the authorities. The hon. Member 


desired an assurance that the spirit of | 


that circular would not only be adhered 
to by the Department but that its 
scope would be considerably widened. 
Other circulars issued by the Board of 
Education had been partially withdrawn 


owing to the guiding hand of the private | 


schoolmaster, and he feared the same 
pressure might be brought to bear upon 
this circular. He was jealous of any- 
thing that might deprive elementary 
schools of the benefits of secondary 


He was | 


As to elementary eduzation he wished 
to congratulate the hon. Baronet oa 
the step which he had taken some 
months ago in regard to children being 
‘removed from school to church for 
religious instruction. He was afraid 
that there, again, pressure was being 
brought to bear on the Board of Edu:a- 
tion, because the hon. Baronet departed 
to some extent from what was a very 
'just and fair position. He should like 
to know what the persons who took the 
'chidren from school to church desired. 
| They had already under the Education 
Act, which he regarded as a standing in- 
justice, the power to appoint teachers, 
paid solely out of public funds, of the de- 
nomination to which the school belonged. 
That, he believed, was a great injustice to 
the nation, but surely they mght 
then be content to leave the religious 
instruction in the hand. of the teachers. 
Further, theclergymen couid give religious 
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instruction in the schools themselves if 
they desired. But now they were 
face to face with this difficulty that, 
in the view of certain clergymen, 
religious instruction could only be given 
within the four walls of the church build- 
ing. This ought to be resisted by the 
Board of Education. Such action would 
disorganise the schools to a very large ex- 
tent, especially as the teachers were not 
allowed to accompany the children, which 
was a rule that the Board of Education 
very properly laid down. It was very 
difficult to determine where this proceed- 
ing would en!. He saw the other day 
that a discussion took place in the Edu- 
cation Committee at Dover, where it was 
claimed that the children were to attend 
church on twenty-two Saints Days a year. 
They were extending the Saints Days to 
a very considerable number. He believed 
that his Roman Catholic friends were 
satisfied with less than a third, and he 
hoped the Board of Education would 
watch this development, and would not 
allow it to be carried to the extent it now 
was. The first object of the Board of 
Education should be the education of 
the children, and he hoped the hon. 
Baronet would remain firm in the original 
position he took up. 


With regard to what he considered 
the somewhat lax attitude of the Board 
of Education in regard to the adequate 
provision for the children in various 
districts, it was perfectly notorious that, 
prior to the Act of 1902, a great 
differentiation was made between Board 
schools and denominational schools, 
but when the whole of the main- 
tenance was placed on the rates it was 
generally supposed that even justice would 
be meted out. The Board of Educa- 
tion, however, allowed schools to be 
maintained which were absolutely un- 
suitable to the purposes of education. 
He could give many cases in all parts of 
tie country which would justify the 
position he had taken up, but he would 
confine himself to a few cases in his own 
locality. He would refer the hon. Baronet 
to King’s Lynn. It was perfectly well 


known that the educational provision 
there had been exceedingly deficient 
for years, and if the Board of Educa- 
tion had done its duty a school board 
would have been started there long ago, 
Two years had 


Mr. George White, 


elapsed since the 
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Act came into force, and yet at this 
moment it was a positive fact that there 
were children in King’s Lynn who could 
not find a place in any school in the town, 
and even if they did it would only be 
in a school which was in an insanitary 
condition. He was not bringing these 
charges against the denominational 
schools only, The other schools were 
also affected; but where they had a 
chairman of the education committee 
declare that a boy who left school at 
twelve made a better man than if he had 
remained until he was fourteen, and 
that an ignorant workman was better 
than an educated workman, the Board 
of Education should see that the educa- 
tion committee was kept up to its 
duty. In one school in his own city 
the building was condemned as a fire trap. 
It was decided to build a aew schoo) 
and statutory notice was given. Now, 
however, plans were submitted for making 
alterations which, it was admitted, would 
not make the school suitable. The Board 
of Education, instead of adhering to 
their original decision that a new school 
should be built, were now troubling about 
these plans. He felt, under the existing 
Act, parents who bore equal burthens 
should not have their children forced 
into insanitary schools because they 
happened to live in a particular part of 
the city, whereas children in another 
part were properly accommodated At 
Stow Bedon, a small parish with only 
fifty-five children, the clergyman was 
unable to ma‘ntain the school under the 
old Act, and leased it to the school board, 
but when the Act of 1902 came into force 
he declined to renew the lease, and the 
education authority at once applied to 
the Board of Education for power to 


build a school, which was given. Those 
connected with this transaction were, 


however, subjected to the most un- 
warrantable persecution. A small holder 
of land was given notice to quit, because 
the squire told him he had been one of 
the ringleaders in favour of the new 
school, and the woman who gave lodging 
to the new teacher had also had notice 
to quit. Yet the Education Department 
now supported the reopening of the 
denominational school in this tiny parish. 
He asked if that were done in the interests 
of education or in the interests of 
economy? What had these parties done 
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to merit such consideration from the 
Board of Education ? His object in bring- 
ing forward these matters was simply 
because he desired that the Board of 
Education should walk firmly and recog- 
nise that education was the first claim 
upon them. He was quite sure that the 
hon. Baronet was deeply interested in the 
cause of education. He desired to do the 
very best he could to carry out the work 
of his Department, but pressure was being 
brought to bear from one quarter and 
another which often caused him to swerve 
from the right and straight path. It was 
necessary, therefore, that the Board of 
Hducation should know that when they 
promoted education ratherthan denomina- 
tional interests they would have the sup- 
port of hon. Members who sat on that 
‘ide of the House. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport), refer- 
ring to the discharges in Government 
dockyards, said that when the question 
was raised on the Estimates the answer 
viven was neither definite nor satisfac- 
tory, but it was agreed to delay pressing 
the matter until Vote 8 was reached. In 
view of the fact, however, that during the 
last few days a large number of additional 
notices of discharge had been issued, he 
thought the House were entitled to ask 
te Secretary to the Admiralty to state 
definitely the policy of the Admiralty 
i: the matter. Whena somewhat similar 
state of affairs arose at the Sparkbrook 
iactory, Birmingham, the right hon. 
(rentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham wrote a letter to the Prime 
Minister, with the result that the 
discharges had been stayed on the 
ground that the policy was to be 
thoroughly inquired into by the Defence 
Committee. Thereupon his colleague in 
the representation of Devonport also 
wrote to the Prime Minister, but he had 
not succeeded in getting a similar gratify- 
ing announcement with regard to the 
dockyards. If the policy as it affected 
Sparkbrook was to be inquired into before 
further discharges were carried out, why 
Was not a similar course adopted in re- 
gard to the dockyards? Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman would tell the House 
what policy the Government had ia 
view which necessitated these large dis- 
charges. The discharge of nearly a 
thousand:_mea in Devonport in the 
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depth of winter seemed exceptionally 
cruel, especially as the Government 
were showing their sympathy with the 
unemployed in other parts of the country. 
Were the Government really determined 
to give up new construction in the 
Government yards, as seemed to be fore- 
shadowed by the First Lord’s statement 
that new construction could be more 
cheaply carried out in private yards—a 
view with which he was glad to hear the 
noble Lord the Member for Ealing, a 
former First Lord, did not agree. He had 
no desire to pick a bone as between private 
and Government yards, but as represent- 
ing these men he felt bound to speak for 
them, especially as the Dockyard Ex- 
pense Accounts showed that buildings in 
the Government yards were, at any rate, 
not more costly than in private vards. 
He desired to call attention to the case 
of the man Welsford, who met with an 
accident two years ago, which entirely 
incapacitated him. He had _ been 
awarded temporary deferred pay for 
six morths, but when he came up for 
survey, instead of being allotted his 
pension, as he ought to have been, the 
matter had been deferred from time to 
time pending a decision of the Govern- 
ment medical men as to whether he was 
totally incapacitated. It was most un- 
reasonable on the part of the Govern- 
ment to hold this man ia suspease as to 
their ultimate decision. He kaew Wels- 
ford to be of the highest integrity. He 
had visited him every time he went into 
the West, and he feared that before the 
Admiralty arrived at any decision the 
man would be dead. He was absolutely 
and totally incapacitated, and he (the hon. 
Member) thought he was suffering from 
softening of the brain. What was the 
difficulty in the report of the medical 
men? They did not assert that this 
man was not incapacitated. 


THe SECRETARY to trae ADMIR 
ALTY (Mr. Paeryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): They do 


Mr. KEARLEY said he had never 
heard that before. He understood there 
was one obstinate man who could not 
give an opinion one way or the other. 
He hoped the hon. Member would state 
where the difficulty lay. 
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*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said the ques- 
tion of dockyard discharges was a 
very serious one. Dockyard towns were 
dependent for their prosperity, and to 
a large extent for their existence, upor the 
policy of the Admiralty, and it did not 
appear at the present time that the 
Admiralty was exercising that discretion 
with regard to discharges which ought 
to be shown bv a large employer of 
labour. The sudden removal from em- 
ployment of hundreds of men without 
any previous notification caused a great 
ceal of trouble and dissatisfaction in the 
district concerned. He did hope the 
Secretary to the Admiralty would be 
able to tell the dockyard populations, 
through the House, what the intentions 
of the Admiralty were, and to assure 
those engaged in the dockyards that 
discharges would not be made in great 
numbers without some reasonable notice, 
so that the men could have the longest 
possible period to prepare themselves 
for the change. If the Admiralty would 
pursue some policy of that kind instead 
of ordering sudder discharges in hun- 
dreds, they wovld relieve themselves 
ef some of the unpopularity which 
seemed to be not without reason at 
the present time, and also remove a 
great deal of difficulty from the local 
authorities. The mayors of both Ply- 
mouth and Devonport were in London 
about the matter, and his hon. friend 
might be assured that the policy pursued 
was causing in these towns a fecling 
very near to consternation. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN acknowledged the 
entirely reasonable character of the re- 
marks which had been made, and wis sorry 
there should have been a necessity for the 


strictures upon the Admiralty. The 
principles which were enunciated by 
the hon. Member for Tavistock and’ 


the hon. Members who followed him, 
were exactly those which had _ been 
followed, namely, that it was foreseen, 
as must have been foreseen by every- 
ene in the House, that when there 
came a reducticn in the programme 
of naval construction there must be 
discharges as business shrank, and from 
the moment it became evident that this 
was necessary the Admiralty considered 
how those discharges could be carried 
out in a manner to cause least incon- 
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venienc2 and distress. What the Ad- 
miralty then decided to do was to spread 
these discharges gradually over as long 
a period as possible, and that they should 
not in any one of the dockyards exceed 
twenty-five in the course of a week. 
He could not, however, ask that the 
Admiralty should be absolutely acquitted, 
because through an unfortunate mis- 
understanding there was some con- 
fusion in transmitting these distinct 
orders some time ago to the Admiral- 
Superintendents, and owing to ths 
misunderstanding these notices were given 
by the Admiral - Superintendents at 
Portsmouth and Devonport entirely con- 
trary to the intention of the Admiralty. 
Immediately this was discovered in- 
structio.s were sent to all Admiral- 
Superintendents in the sense he had 
indicated, that no discharges were to 
be carried out, if it could possibly be 
avoided, at a greater rate than twerty- 
five per week. It was the object of the 
Admiralty to give the utmost possible 
notice, and to carry out these discharges 
in a manner which would cause the 
least incenvenience. 
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As regarded the question between 
dockyards and private vards he would 
only say that, while repairs were more 
cheaply carried out in the dockyards, new 
construction as regarded cheapness, had 
been slightly in favour of private yards. 
But at the present moment ships were be- 
ing constructed practically at equal cost 
in both yards. There was no intention 
to abandon new construction in the dock- 
yards, and what was being done was 
as far as possible to adjust the total 
amount of new construction required as 
between the dockyards and the private 
yards. Rather the major pat woull 
go to private yards, of which the area 
was very much greater than the dock- 
yards; but there would be a certain 
amount of new construction available 
for the dockyards. When the amount 
of new construction was reduced 
there must be less employment availabl:. 
There was only this consolation, that 
every sovereign which was not spent in 
the dockyards meant a redu tion of 
taxation to that extent, and consequently 
that money was available in other diree- 
tions. That meant, therefore, not an 


actual puting out of employment of 
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labour, but simply a displacing of labour, 
and although displacing of labour was 
extremely unpleasant for those displaced 
at the time, vet, regarding it over the 
whole area, it did not mean that there 
would be less employment of labour 
throughout the country as a whole. 


As regarded Welsford, thit was a very 
simple matter. Under the regulations a full 
pension could only be given, as the hon. 
Member himself had stated, in cases of 
total incapacity ; and whether aman was 
or was not totally incapacitated, whatever 
the opinion of private individuals mizht 
he, could only be decided by medical 
profess onal opinion. They could not get 
away from that. The hon. Member 
might be absolutely right—and he and 
the hon. Member for Plymouth had taken 
great interest in this parcicular case—but 
the Admiralty could not be bound by the 
opinion of hon. Members, however active, 
they must take medical opinion, and 
melical opinion had been unable to 
certify that Welsford was totally disabled. 
Another examinition was going to be 
made, and he might say that the facts 
which had been stated to the House were 
not quite accurate, because the list 
suggestion made came direct from the 
Admiralty to Welsford, and they asked 
whether he would prefer to be examined 
by a doctor in London or by a doctor at 
Torquay, and he had informed them that 
he would prefer a doctor at Torquay. 
That examination was now about to be 
carried out. He might say that every, 
consideration had been shown, but until 
they got the medical certificate that he 
was totally disabled they were unable to 
grant the amount of his pension. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said that after the passing of the 
iduecation Act of 1870 many working- 
class parents were ready and prepared to 
forego any wages their children might 
earn 1f provision could be made for the 
children receiving something more than 
the common standard of education in the 
ordinary elementary schools. Provision 
was made for higher education, and it 
was made cheap and effective for such 
pzrents as cared to forego the earnings of 
their children. That went on until the 
vear 1895 when as a result of the 
Cockerton judgment it was decided that 
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school boards in making this provision 
were doing what was quite wrong and it was 
declared illegal. School boards had since 
been ruled down to purely primary work 
of the ordinary standard. He did not 
think that the Government were really 
sorry to find that judgment given, because 
it provided them with an opportunity to 
curtail the work of education beyond 
the standards adopted by the great 
schoo! boards for the common people. 
The Government endeavoured in 1896 to 
bring in a great measure of co-ordination 
and to build up anew upon the wreck of 
the school board movement caused by the 
Cockerton judgment. In 1902 the Gov- 
ernment brought in what was from a 
great many points of view a great Bill by 
which they desired to systematise and 
link together every grade of education. 
Part IIJ. had been in operation for some 
considerable time, and Part II. was in- 
tended to build anew the work which had 
been destroyed by the Cockerton judg- 
ment. It would be impossible for 
him to emphasis: too strongly the criti- 
cisms which his hon. friend had 
passed upon the Board of Education in 
carrying out Part IL. in respect to higher 
education. It was the first step that 
counted here, and if they went wrong 
and provided for a particular class as 
against the whole community ; if they 
built secondary schools as a thing for 
a special class of the community and 


not for the whole nation, then they 
would have done something to cut 
more <eeply the social differences 


which marked our people, and would 
have missed an opportunity of obliterat- 
ing those differences and making the 
various classes of the community know 
each other better than they did at the 
present time. 


In endeavouring to add this super- 
structure to the educational system 
the Board of Education issued regu- 
lations for secondary schools, and the 
whole purport of them was to set up 
a social select class of school especially 
for the middle and professional classes, 
and not to be used by all classes of the 
community irrespective of their social 
position., He held in his hand a docu- 
ment which would do more harm to the 
well-being of this country than he could 
possibly deseribe, not only educationally 





but socially. Time was so short that he 
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could only call attention to three points 
in these regulations to prove his state- 
ment that they were now building up 
schools for a class, notwithstanding the 
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pledge which the Government had given 


that they would build these schools for 
the whole community, and set up 
secondary schools in their proper -place 
in the national scheme of education. 
The first was Regulation 16, which told the 
great municipalities of Manchester, bir- 
mingham, Liverpool and London that if 
they wanted to set up a secondary school 
under the Act of 1902 and the Govern- 
inent gave them power. they would not 
be permitted to manege that school 
themselves, ‘‘ The school must be con- 
ducted by a body of governors.” That 
was at variance with both the spirit 
and the letter of the debates in 1902, 
in which the House was urged—and by 
no one more than the Prime Minister— 
to trust the lecal authorities, to whom 
practically all the power was to be given 
in this matter. The constitution of the 
governing hody had to be such as the 
Board of Education could approve. He 
did not mind so much the approval of 
the Board of Education being necessary, 
but he should have thought that in 
consonance with the speech of the Prime 
Minister in 1902 the Board of Education 
should have left these great municipalities 
free to set up their schools in the mean- 
time in the way that seemed best to them. 
If he were a member of a local education 
authority he would certainly not give to 
one of these secondary schools any part 
of public money unless they conformed 
to the scheme of management which the 
authority for the locality thought wise 
_ and proper to impose. That would be 
carrying out the spirit of the Act of 
1902. The regulation did not do that. 
The Board of Education, under another 
regulation, laid it down that these 
municipalities could not be allowed to 
have a secondary school in which the 
fees were less than £3 a year. In 
regard to the higher grade schools, where 
the fees had been sixpence or ninepence 
a week, what right had the Board of 
Education to insist that a working man 
for the education of his child should pay 
£3 a year? Such a minimum at once 
transformed the provision of secondary 
education in industrial and working-class 
communities into a class institution. It 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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was a preposterous regulation, and he 
regarded it as a gross piece of imperti- 
nence on the part of the Board ot 
Education todictate to great municipalities 
the fees they should charge in schools 
largely supported out of their own rates. 
In the poorer part of St. George's, East 
Bristol, a high-grade school had been 
built up and the working-class people 
there had paid the fees with great 
difticulty, but now the Board of Education 
came down upon them and said that they 
must pay £3 a year. The third and last 
point was equally grave, and in this con 
nection he pleaded for the child of the 
working-class parent who wished to give 
him the secondary education which it was 
understood he was to get. The regu 
lation said— 

“The Board of Education will be prepared to 
sanction the remission of fee:. to individual 
scholars on sufficient grounds.” 


But that was a very objectionable way 
of dealing with the matter. What right 
had the Board of Education, the 
strength of that general regulation, to say, 
as they were saying, to the great muni 
cipalities that they should not have in 
their secondary schools more than twenty- 
five per cent. of free places! If the 
great municipality of Bolton was to have 
all the powers which they were promised 
according to the discussions in 1902, they 
would provide free places to save children 
from the factory and the workshop. 
Why should they not be permitted to 


on 


do that? Who were the Board of 
Education to say that there should 


U 


bnly be one place out of four free ! 
He spoke with considerable indignation 
on this matter. These regulations were 
fatal to the working-class higher-grade 
schools. They were not justified by 
anything in the Act of 1902, and they 
would do most serious harm to the de- 
velopment of secondary education. He 
believed, however, by way of a death-bed 
repentance, that the Board of Education 
had issued a letter in which they climbed 
down a little. He hoped they would con- 
tinue to climb down, and that they would 
leave the local authorities, subject to the 
veto of the Board of Education, where it 
was understood in 1902 they would be 
left—absolutely unfettered to carry out 
secondary education, not as a mere class 
or exclusive provision, but as a provision 
for the whole community. 
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*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | 
TARY to THE BOARD or EDUCATION | 
(Sir WILLIAM ANSON, Oxford University) | 
said he desired to refer, presently, to the | 


topic on which the hon. Gentleman had | 
spoken with so much indignation, but he | 
would deal first with the matter of church | 
attendance, which had been brought | 
hefore the House by the hon. Member for | 
North-West Norfolk. The hon. Member 
had said that the Board of Education had 
given way under pressure. He was not 
aware that the Board had departed under 
pressure from the position taken up. The 
Board came to the conclusion that the law 
of school attendance should be interpreted 
in a particular way, and to that inter- 
pretation they had adhered, and would 
continue to adhere. It was true that 
pressure was put on the Board of Educa- 
tion, but it was from every quarter—by 
the hon. Member's own friends, by Church 
people, by the advocates of secondary 
schools, by the ratepayers, and by the 
teachers. If pressure from all sides could 
keep a Government Department straight 
then the Board of Education had a better | 
chance than any other Department. | 
In regard to Stow Bedon he was not 
surprised that in the long tangle of the 
history of the controversy another hon. 
(rentleman should have gone wrong. The 
school was recognised as a_ certified 
efficient school and the Board had no 
choice in the. matter. But no public 
money, whether from rates or taxes, 
had been or would be spent upon it. 
Tne hon. Gentleman was wrong in 
saving, Whether under pressure or not 
under pressure, that the Board had 
allowed a school to be established con- 
trary to the provisions under which 
s-hools should be established under the 
Act of 1902. He hoped the hon. Mem- 
ber would accept the assurance that the 
school of Stow Bedon was no expense to 
the ratepayers or the Exchequer. With 
regard to the schools at King’s Lynn and 
Norwich, he undertook to make inquiry 
and see whether the provisioa of school 
places was inadequate. 


Coming to the question of secondary 
schools, he thought the indignation of 
the hon. Member for Camberwell was 
not altogether justifiable. The Board 
of Education held, first of all, that a 
:econdary school should fulfil the con- 
ditions as to education which a secondary 
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school was intended to fulfil. It was 
no compliment or benefit to the working 
classes to enable them to send their 
children to a school which was a 
secondary school in name, but an 
elementary school in reality, and the 
Board had been at some pains to define 
what a secondary school should be. 
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| They had to consider what the financial 
| prospects of a secondary school would be 


when established, as well as the question 
of efficiency. Such schools, unless they 


| were endowed, must depend upon the 


Parliamentary grant, the rates, and the 
payments of fees by the scholars: and 
the Board considered that, in the majority 
of cases, fees should be paid, The Board 
had never insisted ona particular standard 
of fees, but they endeavoured to determine 


| the amount of the fee by the conditions 


of the locality, and the incomes of those 
who wished to send their children to the 
school. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether 
the Board had not written to Boltoa 
insisting that there should be a minimum 
fee of £3. 


*stz_ WILLIAM ANSON said that no 
doubt n many cases they had suggested 
a minimum £3 fee; and he recollected 
pressing that last year on a_ local 
authority. He had heard since that 
the £3 fee had been paid and that the 
scheol was flourishing. Then, as to free 
places, which, of course, were independent 
of scholarships which might be conferred, 
they had the right to say that it would 


not be safe, having regard to the 
economic condition of a school, that 


more than 25 per cent. free places should 
be allowed. The charge of audacity or 
impertinence was wholly irrelevant, for, 
since Government money was granted, 
the Board had the right to satisfy them- 
selves that the grants were made for the 


| purpose which secondary schools ought 


to serve, and to insist that those grants 
should not be made except to schools 
which were economically as well as 
educationally efficient. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked why the 
Board could not trust the locality. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said the Board 
had had a longer experience even than a 
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municipality or the hon. 
The hon. Member had complained that 
the Board required schoo!s to have a body 
of governors, and had taken full control 
out of the hands of the local authority. 
But what was everybody’s business was 
generally nobody’s business. As a rule 
they could not govern a secondary schoo] 
through a great county council or a large 
educ:tion commitiee of thirty or forty 
persons, and, in the result, the govern- 
ment would very likely lzpse into the 
hands of the permanent officials. Unless 
they established some such body of 
persons, some of whom might be 
extraneous to the local authority, 
to whom the headmaster might submit 
his wishes and policy, they would not 
get the work done as satisfactorily as it 
ought to be done. But the Board of 


Kducation had no desire to withdraw | 
la 4 
SPEAKER, pursuant to the Order of the 


from the great local authorities such 
power as they ought to have over their 
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Gentleman. | 
had completely misunderstood their com- 





the Secretary to the Board of Education 


plaint. They complained that upon the 
higher-grade school—the modern typ: 
of secondary school—the hon. Baronet 
wished to impose the old form. the 
cramping form, of the endowed grammar 
school. That was their complaint, 
and to justify it the hon. Baronet took 
refuge in a definition of what the Board 
of Education thought a secondary schoo! 
shouldbe. Inhis owncity of Nottinghim 
an attempt was made to establish three 
mdern secondary schools, but the regula- 
tions which were imposed by the Board ¢f 
Education prevented it being done. On 
account of the unsat'sfactory reply, he 
begged to move that the Bill be read a 
third time that day six months. 


And, it being Seven of the clock, Mr. 


House of the 16th March, put that 
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secondary schools. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
it was very unsatisfactory to find that 
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Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Goutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Question. 


The 
Noes, 190, 


AYES. 


| Campbell, Rt. Hn J A(Glasgow) 
| Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

| Gecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Gecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt Hn J. A(Worce. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
| Chapman, Edward 

| Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 

| Gochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Goghill, Douglas Harry 

| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

| Colomb, Rt Hon. Sir John G.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,Sir T R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| 
| 








Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 


House 
(Division List No. 93.) 











divided :—Ayes, 248 ; 


Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tattor 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B. (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
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Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of{ L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard {Hanley 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A (Stafford ,W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn. Col. W 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees. 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, HnH.L.W(Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant( YorksNR. 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. | 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col A. R. 


Long, Col Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Gharles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth G. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brand, Hn. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 


Consolidated Fund 


| Peel, Hn. W. 


| Pym, C. 


| Cameron, 
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Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH. E( Wiet’n 
Maxwell, W. J H( Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 


| Milvain, Thomas 
| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Merrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Mount, William Arthur 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Nicholson, William Grahem 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 


Perey, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones. Lt.Col. Edward 
Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

fandles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit. Sir Albert Kaye 
fopner, Colonel Sir Robert 


NOES. 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Graig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Grooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 4 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Ghas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William? 
Edwards, Frank 


| Stroyan, 
| Telbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 


| Wortley, 
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Round, Rt. Hn. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, W.W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Cel. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
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| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
John 


Talbot, Rt. Hn J G (Oxf’d Univ. 


| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw.M 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tulf, Charles 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
tobert Wellesley | 


Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheffield 


| Walrond, Rt Hn Sir William H 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. A CE (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und Lyre 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wilson. John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-To dd, Sir W. H( Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilscn 
Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayes, Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, Capt. EG(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 


|; Emmott, Alfred 
| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. CG. Munro( Leith) 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Gorrie, 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton ~ 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

*Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


3ill read the third time, and passed. 
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M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kean, John 
M'Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
| Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
| Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
| Nussey, Thomas Willas 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
| Richards, Thomas (W.Monn’h 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
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Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland > 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.HnC.R(Northants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore G. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David¥A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R- 
Tillett, Louis Jolin 4 
Tomkinson, James — 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Char‘es Philips 
Ure, Alexander rr 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W (Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Hudders’d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Yoxall and Mr. Shackleton. 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 


SUPPLY [29rH Marcu]. 


Resolutions reported, 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


1, “That a number of Land Forces, | 


not exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Treland 
at Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906.” 

2.“That a sum, not exceeding 
£4,630,600, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Supplies and 
Clothing, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1906,” 


fordshire, Lichfield) said a reduction had 
been moved with respect to this Vote in 
Committee, but there was so strong a 
feeling that the Army was greater than 
the country could afford that he thought 
the House ought to have an opportunity 
of voting for a reduction in the number 
of land forces of the country. Nobody 
could say we were justified in expending 
this enormous sum on the Army, and hon. 
Members on both sides agreed that there 
ought to be a substantial reduction both 
in the number of men and in the expendi- 
ture. Without further delaying the 
House, he begged to move a reduction of 
10,000 men, 

















co 


— 


Le 


of 














1809 Supply 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘221.300, > and 
* 211,300. ”°—( Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Question proposed, ‘That ‘221,500’ 
stand part of the said Resolution,” 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) said 
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| 
é | 
insert | 


there had been a great many experiments | 


made upon the Army during the last few 
years, and there would probably be 
a good many more in the course of the 
next few years, but he thought the 
Kmpire could not be in a better state as 
regarded military security, for such experi- 
ments to be made, inasmuch as it had 
within its borders a force of some 400,000 
men of military age who had been trained 
to modern warfare under modern condi- 
tions, and upon most of whom the Empire 
could rely in case of a national crisis. He 
hoped that before those men ceased to be 
of military age and available for service, 
there would have been hammered out 
some scheme for providing the Empire 
with an efficient Army. He entirely 
agreed as to the necessity for the speedy 
rearmament of the Artillery. 
were undoubtedly out-classed by more 
modern inventions, but he — seriously 
deprecated the alarmist talk which one 
heard in and out of the House as to the 
present field guns He had had experience 
of those guns at both ends of the range. 
He had seen the excellent practice made 
hy our gunners, and he had also, with his 
men, been the target at which those guns 
were aimed. During the South African 
War General De la Rey turned on the 
British troops some of the field guns he 
had captured, and, so far from those guns 
heing absolutely obsolete and ineffective, 
he could assure hon. Members that, had 
the Boers burst their charges as well as 
they aimed and worked the guns, the 


then target would not have had the pre- | 


sent opportunity of addressing the House. 


Our guns 
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cruits of a much superior class to those who 
offered themselves in time of peace He had 
| under him in South Africa public school 
| men,University graduates, men of position 
j) and influence at home, and men accus- 
| tomed to field sports, and that, he believed, 
| would be the class of men who would 
‘come forward in all times of national 
crisis. For such men a much shorter 
period of drill was sufficient than was 


Report. 


| necessary with ordinary recruits who had 
| never been accustomed to obey or to com- 


mand. One great disadvantage he found 
was that while many of these men were 
accustomed to the use of a shot gun, 
hardly any of them were accustomed to 
the use of the rifle. He could see no 
reason why every boy in the country 
should not be trained in the use of the 
rifle, and he regretted there was no pro- 
vision in that sdirection contained in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s scheme. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


Further Consideration of Second Resolu- 
tion deferred till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SItTING. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Consolidated 
Fund (No. 1) Bill, without Amendment. 
SUPPLY [29TH Marcu] REPORT. 
Order read, for Further Consideration 
of Second Resolution, “That a sum, not 
exceeding £4,630,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for Supplies 


and Clothing, which will come in course of 


But he was not going, on the strength of | 


a year’s campaign in South Africa, to) ' 
| shire, Forestof Dean) said he desired to call 


pose as an expert on War Office re- 
organisation. There were two or three 
points, however, upon which he had 
gained some little experience, and with 
regard to which he could speak with a 
certain authority. One of those points 
was the improvisation of troops in a time 
of national crisis. He believed that in 
such emergencies there would always be 
forthcoming a very large number of re- 
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payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1906.” 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 


attention to certain matters conne:ted 
with the Army Clothng Factory at 


Pimlico. It was not his inteation to go 
into the cas? of wags, piece-work, 


pay, or any of the labour conditions 


in the ordinary sense of the word, 
which had sometimes been raised on 
this Vote, and his reason for avoid- 


ing that class of subjects was that 


oR 
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| 


it was absolutely impossible to make 
them plain to the House of Commins | 
owing to their technical character. There | 
was a very simple mode of treating them, | 
however, which was that the heads of | 
the departments should take council | 
freely, in the same way as ordinary 
employers, with the persons in their 
employ; that they should meet them 
freely and fairly, hear what they had to 
say, and thus become acquainted with | 
all their demands. Althovgh he was. 
favourable to the Government manufac- 
turing their own materials in this way, 
he was not favourable to the Army) 
manufacturer. He did not believe that 
the heads of these departments should 
be soldiers, but civilians. He doubted | 
the wisdom of making the soldier 
make his own clothes. Very often the 
soldiers placed at the head of these 
establishments had not the knowledge | 


of the ordinary methods of dealing | 
with labour which the private em- | 
plcyer  pessessed. Two vears_ pre- 


viously that question was raised by the | 
hon, Member for Clitheroe, At that time 
friction had ar’sen between the head of 
the Manufacturing Department, who was 
a scldier, and the workpeople and a 
petition had been refused by him on 
some rather pedantic ground. At the | 
end of the wrangle, which lasted some | 
time, it was suggested that the civilian 
Ministers responsible to this House might | 
possibly receive the deputation which the 
military head of the factory had declined 
to receive and hear what the facts were. 
Through the good offices of the present 
Postmaster - General that deputation 
was received, not only by the Financial 
Sceretary to the War Office, but by) 
the Secretary of State, and a great) 
deal of good was done thereby. At 
the present time there was a difficulty | 
with regard to Particulars, or, in other 
words, the basis upon which the actual 
wages of the workpeople were earned—a 
principle which originally existed in Lan- 
cashire, but which had extended first to 
Yorkshire, and now to all places where 
labour of this kind was employed. He 
thought it would be an advantageous | 
thing if the civilian Ministers in this | 


House would receive those officials 
who represented the workpeople and 
who were able to speak for them 


upon this matter. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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He moved the reduction to-day, how- 
ever, on the ground of other con- 
ditions of labour which obtained at 


‘the Army Clothing Factory at Pimlico. 


A year ago he had a controversy with 
the newly-appointed Financial Secretary 
with regard to the ventilation and undue 
heat prevailing in these works. There 


-had been the death of a girl named 


Alice Wright, and the death had 
drawn a good deal of attention to the 
condition of the works. Although at 
the inquest it was found that Alice 
Wright did not die of the effects of 
heat, but of a weak heart, it was 
brought out in evidence that a greater 
nuinber of women fainted under the 
conditions of heat prevailing in that 
factory than in similar factories of private 
firms. It was impossible to produce a 


private workshop in whica the per- 
centage of women fainting at their 
work was as high as at the Arny 
Clothing Works at Pimlico. He 


thanked the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State, or the Army Coun- 
cil, or whoever might he responsible, for 
having at last called in the aid of the 
women inspectors of the Home Office 
in regard to this matter, a thing which 
had been urged by hon. Members an] 
those who thought with hon. Members 
for vears. There could be no doubt what- 


ever that they were the proper persons to 


advise the Government in a case of works 
of this kind where a large number of 
women were employed. The reports of 
these women inspectors should now be 
made public and the Government should 
tell the House whether they now pro- 
posed to carry out the recommendations 
which had been made in those reports. 
A very deplorable state of things still 
existed at the Pimlico works. The water 
poured through the roof and the beat 


during some periods of the vear was 


excessive. There was undoubtedly a very 
great deficiency in the number of pressing 
irons, and the result was that the women 
were forced to wait in the gallery where 
these pressing irons were heated and where 


the heat was exceedingly great, and it was 


in that gallery where most of the fainting 
had occurred. The conditions also of the 
large pressing room continued to be 
exceedingly bad, and in some parts of 
the building there was a total want of 


ventilation, It was principally to give 
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Supply 


the hon. Gentleman an opportunity of 
telling the House what the reports of the 
women inspectors were and what he 
hoped to be able to do as a result of 
those reports that he moved to reduce 
this Vote by the sum of £200. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘ £4,630,000, 
£4,629,800.” °—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


and _ insert 


Question proposed, “ That ‘ £4,630,000’ 
stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) suggested that the paid officials 
of the organisation to which the workmen 
in the Army Clothing Factory belonged 
should be allowed to approach the heads 
of the factory on questions of pay and 
labour. He said he had for the past 
twenty-five years taken an official part in 
one of the largest organisations of piece- 
workers, numbering something like 
100,000 people, and had hid a good deal 
to do with the calculation of prices, 
one in 2,000 persons engaged in cotton 


weaving could calculate their own prices, | 
and the difficulty of an outsider under- | 


standing how to work out the prices was 
therefore obvious. In Lancashire the 
calculations had to be done 
officials who had received a special train- 
ing. The officials of whom he spoke 
were the proper men to calculate the 
piece-work, and if they were allowed to 
de it much of the grumbling that was 
now heard would cease. The Govern- 
ment once a year received the Parliamen- 
tary Committee of the Trades Union 
Congress in order that the complaints of 
the workers might be laid before them, 
and that being the case surely it was not 
too much to ask them to concede a minor 
point by receiving the men appointed by 
the workers in the Government work- 
shops for the purpose of hearing their 
sr.evances, The longer he was in the 
House the more he felt that that was a 
tru> solution of the difficulty, and would 
obviate the necessity of many of the 
discussions there. He was glad that 
lady inspectors were allowed to visit 
the factories, but it was important 
that they should be allowed to go there 
when they pleased and not simply at the 
will of the officials. 
Important. 


Ventilation, too, was 
In all Government factories 
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there should be some approach to the 
standard for purity of air that obtained 
in the weaving sheds, where the system 
of ventilation gave nearly 3,000 cubic 
feet of air to each person. 


Report. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) complained 


that the practice had lately grown up 


of having officers’ uniforms made at 
Pimlico and of bringing in Army 
pensioners to do the work, to the 


detriment of the skilled tailoresses who 
might doit. He also called attention to 
the insufficient wages paid to some of 
the unskilled labourers in the Govern- 
ment clothing factories, 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMmLey 
DAVENPORT) said that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Woolwich was under a misap- 





prehension as to the making of 
uniforms. Certain coats were made 
in the factories by men taken ia 


for the purpose of qualifying as Army 
master tailors. They were skilled tailors 
and remained in the Clothing Department 
some eighteen months to obtain a certifi- 
cate. From time to time the opportunity 
occurred in the factory of undertaking 
special work which women were 
|unable to do, and which no one in the 
| factory but these skilled tailors could do. 
|They were put on what hid been 
‘erroneously called the outdoor sta‘®. 
|The outdoor staff did exist, but only to 
| this extent, that under certain conditions 
| they were allowed, as a special indulgen“e, 
ito have certain work to do at hom>. 
/He was sure that the hon. Member 
| opposite would approve of that prac‘i-e. 
| That was the outdoor stiff, and there 
was no other. He thought the hon. 
Member would agree that at any ra‘e 
there was no grievan+e in this particula- 
case. 


With regard to the speech of the 
right hon. Baronet opposite, there was 
no man in the country or in this House 
who more thoroughly understood this 
sibje't than he did. He had for over 
thirty years past interested himself in the 
Royal Army Clothing Department, and 
he had, on many occasions, found fault 
where fault was to be found, and he had 
pointed out shortcomings wherever he 
|felt that they exis‘ed. He was 1 to 
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gather from what he had sail upen 
this occzs'on a sert of qualified approval 
at any rate of what had been done 
during the past twelve months to meet 
some of the objections to which 
ke had referred. He Lad hoped for 
a more cordial expression of approval, 
because for the past twelve months every 
possible effort had been made to do all 
thet was neces.ary to see that the 
workpeople in the Pimlico factory worked 
under prcper coi dit‘ons of sanitation, 
veutilation, and comfort, as well as re- 
ceiving fair rates of wages. He did 
not believe that there was a betrer 
ventilated or more healthy factory in 
the country than that at Pimlico. 
The hon. Member for Clitheroe had seen 
many factories in his own county, and he 
invited him to go and see this factory at 
Pimlico. He could assure him that he 
would be most cordially welcomed, and 
if, with his great experience, he could 
make any suggestions they would receive 
the most careful consideration. 


Mr. SHACKLETON : Can we have the 
inspectors’ reports ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that at the present moment he was 
dealing with the hon. Member’s argument 
that the factory at Pimlico was badly 
lighted and unhealthy. He could assure 
the hon, Member that there was not a 
finer equipped factory in the country. 
There were about 600 people working on 
one floor, and he defied anyone to see 
them at work without coming to the con- 
clusion that they were working happily 
and contentedly. If they considered the 
conditions under which those people 
would have to work upon similar empioy- 
ment in other factories then there was no 
comparison either in regard to the condi- 
t'ons or the wages they would receive. 
The right hon. Baronet had told them a 
story about a large number of women 
fainting. Of course women fainted in 
other places besides factories, but he 
denied that a larger percentage fainted 
in the factory at Pimlico than in other 
factories, and he repudiated the suggestion 
that they fainted because of the condi- 
tion of air in that tactory. It was 
incorrect to say that the girl whose death 
had been mentioned had died in conse- 
quence of the condition of the atmosphere. 


Mr. Bromley Davenport. 
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The doctor at the inquest gave evidence 
to the effect that the girl was unfitted for 
any employment at all. It would have 
been a hard measure to get rid of her for 
that rezson, and she had not been sent 
about her business. The atmosphere had 
been tested by a Home Office official, and 
it was found that the factory was 
thoroughly well ventilated. Factory 
inspectors had been invited to visit the 
factory, not on special days or at se 
hours, but when they pleased. Their 
visits this year had resulted in no 
complaint of any kind. That was all he 
had to say upon that point. 

The right hon. Baronet had objected to 
the system and principle upon which the 
rates of remuneration were fixed, which 
he said was unsatisfactory and unfair. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: I did not 
allege that. What I said was that there 
appeared to be some difficulty about 
allowing the workpeople to be repre- 
sented by a deputation. 


Mr. SHACKLETON: The point is 
that any settlement of a dispute about 
wages is best effected through the officials 
of the workpeople’s trades vnions. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that any representations of the work- 
people as to grievances would always be 
most carefully considered, but he could 
not assent to the proposition that any 
outside body should be permitted to 
intervene between the workpeople and 
the superintendent. He bad a great respect 
for the trades unions, but he believed 
that it was not in the interest of the 
workpeopie or of their employers to 
permit the intervention of an outside 
body. 

Mr. SHACKLETON : But in this case 


it is their own union. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the workpeople could represent their 
grievances through the proper channel, 
and they could come to the highest 
authority and have their complaints 
considered. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): What is the good 
of a trades union ,under those circun:- 
stances ? 
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Mr. SHACKLETON : Am I to under- 
stand that the hon. Member objects to 
a trades union choosing their own 
representative to place their grievances 
before the heads of the department ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No. 
What he did object to was that the 
representative should be chosen by any- 
body but those concerned in the griev- 
ance, and that the statement of their 
grievance should be put forward by 
anybody except those concerned in it. 
If there were a grievance the persons 
concerned in it should state it them- 
selves or by deputation. He did not say 
that there were no circumstances and 
conditions under which a trades union 
o‘her than the union of those employed 
in a factory could approach his right 
hon. friend. He did not lav down that 
proposition. As the hon. Member had 
stated, his right hon. friend was going to 
receive a trades unionist deputation in a 
few days. If there happened to be any 
large question affecting wages generally, 
he was quite sure that his right hon. 
friend would not object to receiving 
representatives from any authoritative 
trades union. 


Mr. SHACKLETON: Let us under- 
stand clearly where we are. What we 
ask for is that the workmen and the 
workwomen in the employ of the 
Government at this factory shall be 
allowed to choose their own official, who 
need not be a worker in thit factory, but 
who may understand the case as well as 
the workpeople themselves. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
quite understand what the hon. Member 


ne wns. 


Mr. SHACKLETON : 
admit that right ? 


But do you 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No. 


Mr. SHACKLETON: Then you do 
not admit one of the first principles of 
trades unionisr 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he did not admit that it was a desirable 
thing to allow the men and women work- 


peonle in Government employment to , 


{30 Marcu 1905} 


Report. 1818 


choose the officials of a trade union, who 
might not be workers in a Government 
department, to represent their grievances. 
Some of the women in this factory were 
receiving 32s. a week, and their average 
wage was over 20s. In conclusion, he 
had only to say that they welcomed any 
suggestion which was for the improve- 
ment of the factory. They had no object 
except to do the very best they could 
for the factory and those engaged in it. 
He invited the right hon. Baronet and 
other Members who wished it to go and 
see the factory for themselves, and he 
was convinced they would agree that it 
was one of the best factories in the 
United Kingdom. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) asked if there would be any 
objection to placing the report which the 
inspectors made to the Home Office 
before the House when it wa’ received, 
because then they would know exactly 
the conditions reported upon, and they 
would be able to form their own con- 
clusions. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
would welcome that course, but it is 
evident that I cannot commit the Home 
Secretary in this matter. I have never 
seen this report or heard anything of it, 
and still less have [ heard of any com- 
plaint. I cannot pledge my right hon. 
friend in the matter, but if there be such 
a report I have no objection whatever to 
the course suggested, 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said he had had 
a great deal to do with the trades 
unions and he quite understood and 
sympathised with the desire of every 
employer to be spoken to by his employees 
without the intervention of any one out- 
side. But where large numbers were 
employed it was evident that there were 
those who thought their personal relation- 
ship with their employer would be affected 
and prejudiced if they made individual 
complaints, however justifiable their com- 
plaints might be. These suspicions were 
enough to make them choose somebody 
outside, such as the trades unions, to 
represent them. Employers of labour in 
the House must admit that where larg: 
bodies of workmen were employed it was 
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expedient in the interests of the workers 
that they should choose their own repre- 
sentatives. If a private employer 
recognised this why should not the 
Government recognise it ? Why should 
the Government be the.*one_ excep- 
tion in the country? What reason 
of public policy was there that this 
elementary right of trade unionists should 
be denied to Government employees / 
It could not be for electioneering pur- 
poses. Electioneering reasons and 
political pressure could be brought to 
bear ent.rely apart from this  Every- 
bedy who knew anything about trades, 
unions In this country knew that one of 
their elementary rights was to claim, 
and properly so.to negotiate through their 
own Tepresentatives in all disputes with 
their employers. He thought the Govern- 
ment wes very badly advised indeed 
to continue to resist this elementary 
right of trades unionists of the country. 


Mr. BELL said he could — not 
allow the remarks of the Financial 
Sccretary to pass without miking some 
protest. He had always regarded the 
Goveriment as a body who ought to 
se’ a fair and good example to all 
employers of labour in the country. But 
by the right hon. Gentleman’s remarks 
it was shown to be far and away behind 
most employers in the country. The 
rizht hon. Gentleman had said he had no 
objection to trades unions. In fact, he 
re pected them; but it was only a 
farce to suggest auvthing of the kind 
when he declined to have anything to do 
with their representatives. Noone would 
have objections to trades unions if they 
had regard to the functions for which 
they existed. He had been a trades 
unionist for twenty-seven years, and he 
was glad to say he found employers in 
the country of quite a different opinion 
from that of the hon. Member opposite. 
He had within the last two or three weeks 
been sent for by emplovers. which showed 
that the employers desired rather to deal 
with the representative of the men than 
with the men themselves. The right hon. 
Gentleman had not convinced him that 
if emplovees of the Government put for- 
ward their own cases they would not be 
subject to victimisation. They had seen 
too many instances of the kind to believe 
any such statement. He did not suggest 


Mr, Theodore Taylor. 
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that the heads of the Government Depart- 
ments would countenance such a thing, 
but there were too many officials between 
them and the workmen, and_ those 
officials were the people to find paltry and 
insignificant excuses to get rid of the em- 
ployees if they dared to make complaints. 
He protested against the attitude of the 
hon. Gentleman in declining on behalf 
of the Government to discuss with 
or receive the official representatives of 
those people. If the hon. Gentleman 
found himself in any Court he 
would engage the best counsel he could 
get to state his case. What was good 
for him was good for the workmen, 
The workmen had a perfect right to 
engage whom they thought proper to 
represent them in any questions be- 
tween them and their emplovers. If the 
right hon. Gentleman was to press. this 
on the lines he had taken up he would 
press it to an absurdity, because the tax- 
pavers were the real emplovers and the 
workmen would then negotiate with thei 
emplovers—the taxpayers—direct. The 
hon. Gentleman was simply the agent 
of the taxpayers in the office he 
held, and the emplovees, he submitted 
had the same right to appoint their 
agent. The attitude of the hon. Gentle- 
man would deal of 
disaffection amongst the emplovees fot 
which he would be responsible after 
his observations that night. 


create a sood 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) took exce), 


tion to the remarks which had fallen 
from the Financial Secretary to the 


War Office with reference to the 
relations between th» War Office and 
their emplovees in the clothing factories. 
To sry thit thos» who served the Govern 
ment in the himblest walks of life and 
who were unable to voice their grievances 
weve to be debarred from employing some- 
body else to state their case was one of 
the most monstrous things he had heard 
in the House of Commons. He was sure 
the statement must have arisen from want 
either of experience or of information. On 
the London County Council it was found 
extremely convenient to have the case 
stated by those who had time and ability 
to put it in the briefest and most prac- 
tical form, and, in the light of such experi- 
ence, he hoped the hon. Member opposite 
would reconsider his decision and allay 
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the dissatisfaction which his policy must | Secretary had not given any answer to 


Cause. 


Civil servants, and it would be avery greit | 
geiel 


or factory. 
moment. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Laneashire, Prestwich) 
said that in the case of piecework, the 
piece-worker was not allowed to 
assistance to see whether the piecework 
he was working on was right or not. 
If a piece-worker was dissitisfied, and 
was not able to get somebody in whom 


vet 


He spoke as representing a ¢o2- | 
stituency with a very large number of) 


{to them to hear that their g:ievances | 
were only to be put forward by those | 
immediately concerned in any workshop | 
He hoped this policy would | 
be reconsidered at the earliest possible | 
spector’s 


the argument of the hon. Member 
for Clitheroe. He thought they ought 
'to allow some outside assistance to 
these people, who were not either 
accountants or auditors, They ought to 
have some one chosen by themselves in 
whom they had confidence. He thought 
they ought to have the factory in- 
report. They wanted the 
report that was furnished to the Home 


| Office. He thought it ought to have 
been furnished to the War Office. He 


considered that the House was entitled 
to a copy of it, and he hoped they 
would have it. 


Question put. 


he had con ‘idence to advise him, there 
would never be any coiteit in the The House divided :—Aves, 176; Noe 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Wercestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J T( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES—Sir 
Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Shackleton. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 


‘‘That this House doth agree with the | wished to call attention to a matter which 
had already been before the House, and in 


Committee in the said Resolution.” 
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regard to which the answers given were 


20,000 suits of clothes at L1s. 9d. each by 
the Clothing Department of the War 
Ottice, and the sale of 10,000 at 5s. 6}d., 
and 10,000 at 5s. 7}d. each, That showed 
an enormous loss, and the only reason 
given was that too many suits were 
hought and that there was no room to 
store them. It was stated in answer to 
a Question that the number of Boer 
prisoners had been over-estimated. That 


{ 
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|and that was a form of dumping which 
not satisfactory, namely, the purchase of | 


was rather an unsatisfactory Answer | 


considering that the whole of the trans- 
action took place within the last twelve 
months. If the War Office had no place 
to store the clothes, it surely would have 
beon cheaper to hire part of a warehouse 
to store them than to waste 40 per cent. 
of the price by selling them. He could 
not help thinking that the reason for 
disposing of the clothes was not want of 
accommodation, but really because the 
War Office, being anxious to reduce the 
Kstimates for one year, sold the clothes 
at a sacrifice. He supposed there was a 
possibility of the War Office expenses 
having to be found by another Govern- 
ment next year, and that those responsible 
for the War Office at present were anxious 
to show that their management had been 
very good. He hoped the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office would give a 
more satisfactory explanation than had 
yet been offered of this large loss of money. 
Ife further desired to know if the Home 
Office inspector’s report on the Army 
Clothing Factories would be published, 
even if 1t was a bad one. He believed it 
was already in print and that some hon. 
Members had seen it. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It 
has not been seen by me, and it has not 
come before the Department yet. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
it was a great pity that the hon. 
Gentleman should not have seen it. 


The officials connected with the Clothing 
Department should have seen it. He 
believed the report did not give so 
beautiful a description of the state 
of things as the hon. Gentleman gave 
in his speech. He was informed that 
the suits which were sold at 5s. 74d. 
each were bought by a Mr. Moses, and 
that they were being retailed at 7s. 6d. 
The placing of clothing on the market in 
that way was conducive to sweating, 


should be avoided. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
after what had occurred in connection 
with some other departments of the War 
Office they were naturally very anxious 
to watch all matters of this kind. They’ 
had recently been told that the War Office 
sold oats at half the contract price when 
they were actually buying from the same 
contractors in the same month the same 
kind of article at full price. He agreed 
with the last speaker that the clothing 
transaction had been largely due to the 
desire of the present occupants of the 
War Office to make their accounts seem 
better than they really were. They had 
used appropriations-in-aid in an extra- 
ordinary way to make an apparent 
reduction of their total demand in the 
Estimates. What he wished to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
was whether it was a fact that the War 
Office had been putting out tenders for 
clothing at the same time as they were 
selling off surplus stores of a similar kind 
at more than fifty per cent. below the 
contract price. If that was the case, it 
was clear that it had been done to gain 
a little financial credit at the expense of 
the taxpayers. If the War Office store 
houses were full it would surely have 
been better to hire an outside warehouse 
in which to place the 20,000 suits than 
to give fresh orders for similar clothing 
during the coming financial year. 


*Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.) said there 
was further evidence, outside anything 
that appeared in the Parliamentary 
Papers, that there was want of co-ordi- 
nation between the different departments 
ot the War Office. It was not an un- 
common thing for large quantities of 
material, such as serge, to be sold at very 
low prices, while in the ordinary course 
of events similar material was being pur- 
chased for other departments at the same 


‘time, or would certainly be required in a 


short space of time. He could tell the 
Financial Secretary of sales by public 
auction which had taken place, after 


being advertised, within the last few 


months at which hundreds, if not thou- 
sands of pounds worth of goods had been 
sold of the typ2, or near the type, which 
manufacturers, if not contracting for 
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now, would probably be asked to con- 
tract for shortly. There was no reason- 
able excuse why the goods which were 
being sold should not be employed 
instead of that which would be bought 
later on. This was not a matter that 
was occurring at the present time only. 
It was a matter of notoriety that great 
bargains could be picked up at there War 
Office sales. The only valid excuse was 
that the goods were unfit, but if that 
were advanced the question would arise 
how goods which were unfit were allowed 
to pass into stock. Yesterday he had 
asked the Prime Minister whether, in view 
of recent disclosures, he would press 
through Parliament a Bill for the pre- 
vention of secret commissions. It would 
perhaps not be right for him to say 
anything with regard to the War Office 
in connection with any matters which 
Were not under consideration at the 
present time. He wanted to point out that 
in the general trade of the country where 
matters of this kind cropped up, a wise 
person would take the requisite steps to 
prevent anything of the kind occuriing in 
the future. Without wishing to reflect 
on any particular individual or firm, he 
would say that certain branches of com- 
meice honeycombed by — such 
practices. 


were 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that unless the 
hon. Member eculd connect his remarks 
with scme particular case coni.ected with 
the Vote, he was not in order. 


*Mr. FARRAN said he was sory to 
have travelled beyond the I mits of dis- 
cussion, He had merely wanted to throw 
out a suggestion. Theie were many 
matters of wastefulness in connection 
with the War Office which were well 
known throughout the trade in this and 
other cities, and which needed fer more 
careful attention than they had received 
in the past. 


Mr. GEORGE 
N.W.) said that 
Lepaitments there 
mous waste In 
South African 


WHITE 
in almost all 
had been 
connection with 


War. Of his 


(Norfolk, 
the 
e1.or- 
the 
own 


knowledge he knew that large numbers 

of Aimy regulation bcots, s milar to those 

which were being taken inet this moment 

at the Clothing Depot at al out 11s. per 
Mr. Barran, 
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pair, were being sold retail at from 
5s. 6d. to 5s. 9d. per pair. He presumed, 
from what he knew of the trade, that the 
gentlemen who purchased these boots 
must have given from 2s. 6d. to 5s. per 
pair for what cost the War Office three- 
and-a-half times that money. He was 
assured that these goods were sold at the 
ruinous prices mentioned because they 
were offered in such large quantities. Tf 
tenders for smaller quantities had been 
asked for better prices wou'd have been 
obtained. Moreover, these were goods 
not ofa perishable nature, and could hav« 
been transhipped from South Africa at a 
small cost, and issued to the troops here. 
There had undoubtedly been a waste of 
hundreds of thousands of pounds, and he 
intended to put one or two Questions to 
the Secretary of State for War on this 
matter in order to elicit the facts as they 
had been presented to him, 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he thought it was an understood thing 
that the sales in South Africa were not 
to be dealt with at this time. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said that that 
ouly referred to the Report of the Auditor- 
General. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT saic 
he greatly regretted, indeed he protested 
against the suggestion, the imnuendo, 
that was conveyed throughout the whole 
of the speech of the hon. Member for 
Leeds. ‘The hon. Member referred to 
secret Commissions and said that that 
was a duection in which a wise person 
would insist on reform, Surely every 
man should have a fair trial and not be 
condemned until he was impartially 
heard. When the hon. Member could 
point to one single example in which the 
contract branch of the War Department 
had bad even a suspicion attached to it, 
then, and only then, he would be entitled 
totalk of the exposure of the War Office. 
He should be greatly surprised if the 
hon. Member was at any time in the 
future able to point to a_ single 
instance in which the contract branch had 
been in any way to biame. In reply to 
the hon. Member for Lichfield, he had to 
say that, if there was a reportifof the 
inspector on the Royal Army} Clothing 
Factory, he had not seen it, but, if it 
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were the case that it contained a sugges- 
tion of some shortcomings, he would at 
once proceed to make any amendment 
that was possible. The hon. Member 
could not imagine that the War Office 
had any other object in view except that 
the factory employees should pursue their 
occupations with all comfort, convenience, | 


and happiness, consistent with their duty | 
The hon. Member also | 


to the taxpayers. 
referred to the sale of 20,000 suits of 
clothes which were purchased in connec- 
tion with the war in South Africa, 
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ly 


| corruption 
| idea 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said his | 


information was that the suits were mide 
ata much more recent date than that. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT replied 
that 


entirely incorrect. These suits were made 


for war purposes, and they were sold be- 
cause, the war having come to a end, 
there was no further use for them. They 


were’purchased for the purpose of clothing 
Boer prisoners. and our own soldiers when 
they obtained their discharge. It was 
very regrettable that any public property 
should be sold at a loss, But owing to 
the conditions of war the Government 
had to pay an inflated price for what 
they required, pirtly because they were 
the principal purchaser. The end of the 
war came very suddenly, and then not 
only did the principal purchaser cease to 
buy, which in itse'f would affect the price, 
but the Government became the principal 
seller, and it was not surprising if under 
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Mr. WHITLEY asked if the hon. 
Tember could give the House the date of 
he purch 


ases. 


BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that they were all purchased before the 
termination of the war. He had no 
knowledge whatever of the purchases of 
the boots. 


*Mr. 


* Mr. 
borough) 


LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
said that if there was not 
at the War Office, the 
was very widely prevalent that 
justice was not done to all the people 
who wished to tender, and that 
were accepted from certain firms 


as 


goods 


or 


| individuals at exceedingly high rates, and 


the hon. Member’s information was | 


i was a fact that 


frequently goods were purchased in 
quantities largely in excess of the require- 
ments of the War Office and were then 
at prices much under cost. It 
in the early stages of the 
war very large contracts for khaki dnil 
were given to merchants in the City of 
London, not one yard of which was made 
by the firms who received the contracts, 
orders were refused the 


sold 


whereas to 


| manufacturers who made the khaki drill 
| and supplied the merchants who received 


such conditions the price fell even 
50 per cent. The cost of storage | 


accommodation was very great, and he | 


Was not anxious largely to inzrease it. 
They had retained four years supply and 


sold 20,000 suits. The clothes which 
were purchased for the Boer prisoners 


Were not, unhappily, of that size which 
was suitable for the troops of the British | 
Army-—[Opposition cries of “Oh ”]— 
they were a great deal too large. The 3,000 
suits which they were now buying were | 
of a special size which was running short. | 
He assured the House that when they | 
sold they got the best price that could | 
be obtained ; they invited no fewer than | | 
123 tirms to tender, and took the highest 
tender. 


| Financial Secretary 


the contracts and themselves tendered 
at a much lower price than was paid by 
the Government. 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) said 
the first criticism which could be 
levelled against the War Office was that 
they did not know the value of a good 
storekeoper. Was it conceivable that 
the War Office could not have obtained 
storage and insurance for these 20,000 
suits at a tenth of the cost which the 
sales realised? He did not level at the 
War Office any charge of corruption or 
any Insinuation that they had received 
private commissions in connection with 
these sales, But he did charge the War 
Office with a want of business capacity 
which would have brought a private firm 


‘into the Bankruptey Court in a few 
months. 
*Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) said the 


to the War Office 
had omitted one very important fact in 
connection with the surplus clothing. 
When soldiers were discharged they were 
offered a suit of clothing or, instead, 
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a gratuity in money. Looking at 
human nature as it was, the majority 
of the men took the money and not the 
clothing. Hence much of the surplus 
supply cf clothing. He wished to ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether the recom- 
mendation of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee that, whenever a sale of public 
property took place, the officer who con- 
ducted the sale should give a certificate 
that the prices obtained were the best 
that could be obtained in the cir- 
cumstances, had been given effect to in 
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*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said he 
did not know of the existence of such a 
recommendation by the Public Accounts 
Committee, but he had the assurance 
of his right hon. friend the Secretary for 
War that he approved of the recom- 
mendation and would see that it was 
carried out. 


Report. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes. 215; Noes, 


the case of the sale of this clothing ? 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt HnHughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W,(Leeds 
Balfour; Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3ignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ, 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’hampton) 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


165. 


AYES. 


| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 

| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 

| Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 

| Denny, Colonel 

| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir J. C. 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 

| Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 


| Duke, Henry Edward 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 


| Fardell, Sir T. George 
| Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
| Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
| Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
| Finlay, Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs | 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick.S.W. | 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) | 
| Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hn. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall | 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. | 
Hambro, Charles Fric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’n@nderry | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh } 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th | 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, Sir James(StaffordsNW 





Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 








| 
| 
Helder, Augustus | 
| 
| 
| 


(Division List No. 95.) 


Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
| Hoult, Joseph 
| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
| Hozier, Hn. James Henry Gecil 
| Hudson, Georges Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Glaverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn Col. W. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
| Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, Hn. H.L.W (Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant (Yorks.NR 


| Lee, Arthur H.( Hants, Fareham 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


+ 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lockwood, Lieut. Col. A. R. 


| Long, Gol. Chas. W. (Evesham 


Long, Rt. HnWalter( Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


| Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Gumming 


| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
| M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 


M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

| Moore, William 
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Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Phimmer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John 8, 

vankin, Sir James 

tatcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
\squith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Poland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland 

burns, John 

Caldwell James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cremer, William Randa} 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Hllice,CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs) 
Emmott, Alfred 

smonde, Sir Thomas 

Kve, Harry Trelawney 
Findlay. Alexander (Lanark, NE 
fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
ilavin, Michael Joseph 

?iynn, James Christopher 
Poster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
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Renwick, George 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Robertsor, Herbert (Hackney 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

| Round, Rt. Hon. James 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 

Sadler, Cel. Samuel Alexander 

| Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East 

| Spear, John Ward 

| Stewart, Sir M. J. M'Taggart 

| Stroyan, John 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(OsfdU3 iv.) 

| Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


NOES. 


| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 

| Gilhooly, James 

| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 

Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 

Hobhouse, C. E. H. ( Bristol, E.) 

Holland, Sir Wiiliam Henry 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Johnson, Joha 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 

Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose 


Richard B. 
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Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH.( Sheffield) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.» irWilliam H 
Warde, Colonel G. E. 

Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Llovd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLy: e 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Herry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. CG. B. Stuart 
W yndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
| Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden } 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries) 
| Richards, Thomas (WMonm’th 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robson, William: Snowdon 
Roche, John 

2oe, Sir Thomas 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
| Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Sheehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR.( Northants > 
Stevenson, Francis S 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radclific) 











1835 Supp!y 


Tennant, Harold John | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. | 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr | 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
Mr. SPEAKER, pursuant to the Order of 
the House of the 16th March, proceeded 
to put forthwith the Questions necessary 
to dispose of the Report of Vote A of the 


Army Estimates. 


{CO MMONS \ 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 





1856 


Report. 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | Woodhouse, SirJT(Huddersf d 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) | Young, Samuel 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wills, ArthurWalters (N.Dorset | 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


1906.” 


*¢ 231,300,” 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Warner and Mr. J. H. 
Whitley. 


vear ending on the Jlst day of March, 


To which an Amendment had been 
proposed [30th March], to leave out 


and insert “ 211,500."— 


(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


“That a number of Land Forces, not 


exceeding 221,300, all ranks, be main- 


trined for the Service of 
Kingdom of Great Britain 


at Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon: George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
\ubrey- Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sirtf. 
3agot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manche 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Jalfour. Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Janbury, Sir Fredk. George 
3anner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold. Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

3ill, Charles 

3ingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.HM(Dublin Univ. 





Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley. Henry Strother | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) — | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn JA(Worc.) | 
Chamberlayne, T (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 


| 
| 


the United 
and Ireland 


175. 


AYES. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hn. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charies 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Question put, ‘* That 
part of the said Resolution.” 





Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | 


Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke. Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Donglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H 
Finlay. Sir R. BUInv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S(Warwick, S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, Hn. J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 


Gordon, Maj. Evans (T’rH’ mlets 


| Hogg, 


* 221,300? stand 


The House divided :—Ayes, 230; Noe , 
(Division List No. 96.) 


Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (‘Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir. Jas. (‘Staffords N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Favershan ) 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon. Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
KKenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Keswick, William 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 


| Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 


Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’tli 
Lawrence. Win. FE. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, Hn.H.0.W.{Mile End) 























1837 


Supp'y 
Lawson, John Grant( YorksNR 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants. Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson,-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S 
f.onsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

\C Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
\ Iver. Sir Lewis (Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
\Maleolm, Tan 

\Ianners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
\assev-Mainwaring, Hn. W. I 





\faxwell, Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt'n) | 


Maxwell, W.JH( Dumfriesshire) 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG 
Miivain, Thomas 

Montagu. Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


\braham, Wm. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen. Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner. Sir John 
surke, E. Haviland 
Burns, John 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley. Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Tomlinson 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
; Hayter, Rt. 
| Helme, 
| Hemphill. 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
William 

Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan 


{roc ks, 


Davies, 


| Sharpe, 
| Sinclair, 
| Skewes-Cox, 


(Cork, N. E.) | 


| Dobbie, 


Henry | 





John (Armagh, 8.) | 


{380 Marca 1905} 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Ayliner 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murcay, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Grabam 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 


Pease, Herb. — Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Xemnant, James Farquharson 
tenwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. og James 
Sackville, Col. G Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
William Edward T 
Louis (Romford) 
Thomas 


NOES. 


Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Chas. M. 
Duffy, William J. 
Ellice, Capt. E.C(S Andrw’s Bghs) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Fdmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant. Corrie 

Griffiths, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hn. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


(Lanark) 


Haldane, Rt. Hn, Richard B. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Norval Watson 

Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 


Report. 1838 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H(Hertford, East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stewart, Sir Mark J M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn JG. (Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 


Edw. M. 


| Vincent.Col Sir C. EH(Sheffield) 


| Walrond, 
| Warde, 


| Welby, 


| Whitmere, 


Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Colonel C. FE. 
Webb, Colonel Wm. George 

Lt.-Col A.C. E (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und Lyne) 
Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


| Wilson-Todd, Sir W H (Yorks 


| Wolff, 
Worsley- 


Gustav Wilhelm 
Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, RtHn. C.B. Stuart 


| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


| Yerburgh, 


| TELLERS FOR THE 





| 


Jacoby, James 
| Johnson, J 
Joicey, 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, 
Jones, 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, 


| Macnamara, 


| Moulton. 


Robert 
Younger, William 


Armstrong 


AYES—Si 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Hobhouse, C.E.H.( Bristol, 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife. Wes‘) 
Hutchinson, Dr Chas. Freck. 

Altred 


E.) 


ohn 
Sir James 


Leif (Appleby) 
Wm. (Carnarv onshire 


Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarther ) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Moss, Samue! 

John Fletcher 


' Murphy, John 








1839 Supp'y 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 
O'Dowd. John 

O Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russel 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 








Question put, ‘‘ That this 
agree with the Committee 
Resolution.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt-Hn.Hugh O 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
sagot,Capt,Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel] James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexaniler 
Balearres, Lord 

Ralfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Zalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Janhury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Sir Arthur 
3igwood, James 

sill, Charles | 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Bond, Edward 
Zoscawen, Artnur 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

3utcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Griffith 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Detbysbire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 





| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E 


| Fellowes, Hon. 


{COMMONS} 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas (WMonm’th 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H.(Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe. Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 


{unciman, aed 
Russell, T. 
Samuel, Hier. L. (Cleveland 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 





Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


House doth 


in the said | 155, 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton | 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane. Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Colomb, Rt.Hon. Sir John (.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
— Lord Alwyne 
Frederick Lucas | 
( ar "AC aineron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim. 8 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalryniple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sit Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Jesse 


Cook, Ss 


Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR-B.(Unw rn’ssB ghs) 
Fitbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flowe., Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 





| Hay, 
| Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 





Report. 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, F 
Thomas, D. Alfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 


Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan)} 
Wason, J. Catheart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke( York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson.J W(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Warner and Major Seely. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes. 
(Division List No. 97.) 


Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W- 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrH’ mlets 
Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
nian im, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West H: um) 
Gretton, John 

~ ville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor. Chue iil! 


Gore, 


| Guthrie, Walter Murrey 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hartis, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hon. Claude George 


Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W} 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hovier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 


1840 


ee nee 
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1841 *~ 


Supply 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsn.outh) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, fan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda} 
Alien, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, KF. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

3oland, John 

3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies. M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 
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Frederick 
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| Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robeit Pacy 
Moore, William 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
| Peel,Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
| Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Randles, John S. 
| Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renwick, George 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Si S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 


NOES. 


Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. C. 
| Duffy, William J. 
Ellice, Capt E C(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark,NE 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr? ydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, EF.) 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
| Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Johnson, John 
' Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.(He1tford, East) 

Spear, John Ward 

Stewart Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt.-Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuff, Charles 

| Tuke, Sir Jobn Batty 

| Turnour, Viscount 

| Vincent, Col.SirC. EF H(Sheftield 

| Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H.- 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Webb, Colonel William George 

| Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E (Taunton 

| Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset } 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. 

| Woff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Woisley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 

| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 

Younger, William 


Repcrt. 





| TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 

| Kearley, Hudson EF. 

| Kilbride, Denis 

; Lamont, Norman 

| Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall} 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 

| O’Brien Kendal(Tipperary Mic 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 








1845 Marine 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Donnell, John (Mayo. S.) 
0’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


{COMMONS} 


Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) | 
Rickett, J. Compton | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowdon. 
Roche, John 

20e, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 


' Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Insurance Bill. 
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Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 


| Ure, Alexander 


Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


Woodhouse Sir J T.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors.—Mr. 
Barran and Mr. Soares. 


Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 


Resolution, which upon ‘March 23rd | 


Was reported from the Committee of 


Supply, and which was then agreed to by | 
which it underwent an enormous amount 


the House, read, as followeth— 


“That 129,000 officers, seamen, and 
boys be employed for the Sea and Coast 
druard Services for the year ending on 
the 3ist day of March, 1906, including 
20,211 Royal Marines,” 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring 
in a Bill to provide, during Twelve 
Months, for the Discipline and Regula- 
tionof the Army; and that Mr. Secretary 
Arnold-Forster, Mr. Pretyman, and Mr. 
Bromley Davenport do prepare and bring 
it In. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 

“To provide, during Twelve Months, 
for the Discipline and Regulation of the 
Army,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 156.) 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL. 


[SEcoND READING.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 


said this measure had had a very event- 


‘obviously a measure 


Tennant, Harold John 


ful Parliamentary career. [It was intro 
duced in 1892, and took six or seven years 
to pass through the House of Lords, during 


of amendment. Marine insurance had 
this peculiarity: for 500 years it had 
stood as part of the common law of the 
country without a single Act of ,Parlia- 
ment dealing with it. The reison was 
obvious. In dealing with a constantly 
changing subject such as shipping, it was 
impossible to lay down on the Statute- 
book any fixed principles. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 


missioners. 
The House went; and, being returned, 


Mr. SpeaKER reported the Royal Assent 
to Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act, 1905. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL. 
Question again proposed, “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (continuing) regretted 
the interruption which had taken place, as 
he was anxious to conclude his remarks on 
the Second Reading so that the Bill 
could go to a Select Committee. It was 
which could not 
properly be dealt with in the ordinary 
way by the Standing Committee on 
Law. It was a_ codification Bill, 


involving a knowledge of common law, 





a 








y345 Adjournment 
marine Imsurance, and the question of 
transferring it from the common law 
*o statute law. If hon. Members thought 
that by such a measure the law would 
be made more definite or clear they were 
making the greatest mistake of their 
He was prepared to allow the 
Bill to go to a Select Committee, who 
would probably take as many years to 
revise itas were taken in another place. 


lives, 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
RoBERT FINLay, Inverness Burghs) said 
the Bill was one to codifiy the law relating 
to marine insurance, and he agreed with 
the hon. Member that it was not a measure 
suitable to be dealt with by an ordinary 
(rrand Committee. Very careful atten- 
tion would have to be given to every 
clause, and he would accept the sugges- 
tion of the hon, Member that it should 
vo to a Select Committee if the House 
would allow the Second Reading on that 
inderstanding. 

And, it being Midnight,” the debate 
-tood adjourned. 


Debate to be 


next. 


resumed upon Monday 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 
[EXPENSES]. 
{esolution reported, “That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the charge upon the 
Consolidated Fund of such sums as may 


{30 Marcu 1905} 


of the House. 1846 


be required to make good liabilities 
arising out of the default of the Public 
Trustee or his officers appointed under 
any Act of the present session to provide 
for the appointment of a Public /Irustee 
and Executor, and to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys provided by 
Parliament, of the salaries and other 
expenses payable in pursaance of such 
Act.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


NURSES REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the expediency of 
providing for the Registration of Nurses. 


Ordered, That Dr. Robert Ambrose, 
Major Kenneth Balfour, Mr. Charles 
Douglas, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Dr. 
Hutchinson, Mr. Mount, Lord Morpeth, 
Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Tennant, Sir John 
Stirling-Maxwell, and Sir John Batty 
Tuke be members of the Select Com- 
mittee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, that Five be the quorum.— 
(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at four minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 


fAPPENDICES. 




















APPENDIX I. 


MEMORANDUM OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE RELATING TO THE ARMY 
ESTIMATES FOR 1905-06, 


TOTAL ESTIMATES. 


The total money to be voted for Army services in 1905-06 compares with that 
voted in 1904-05, as follows — 


Ordnanee 


Army. Factories, | Total. 
; £ £ £ 
Estimates, 1905-06... sve ase .. 29,813,000 100 | 29,813,100 
3 1904-05... see ae w. 28,830,000 | 70,000 | 28,900,000 
a _ —— _ - —_- - —_—_— - | ——_—_—_- a ee 
983.000 69,900 913,100 
Inerease, Decrease. | Increase. 





This comparison is not affected by the additional estimate for 550,000/. recently 
presented, as the whole of that sum was required for the purposes of the Somaliland 
expedition ; .but it is affected by the following special items 


Provided in 1905-06— CS 
Re-armament of Horse and Field Artillery .. ds .- 1,213,000 
Increased charge for service of loans .. Ee Pe od 370,000 
Growth of charge for service pay, &e. oe a ord 250.000 

Less— 1,833,000 
Provision for special “ Mowatt” reserves, &c., in £ 


1904-05, terminating in that year = .. 400,000 
Provision for re-armament of Horse and Field Artil- 
lery, 1904-05 .. re 50,000 
— 450.000 


Net increase on special services .. oy: hs Fe .. 1,383,000 


Eliminating the special charge for Horse and Field Artillery from both years, 
the Army Estimates for 1905-06 stand at 28.600,000/., as against 28,780,000/. for 
1904-05 ; a net reduction of 180,000/., as shown at page 9 of the Estimates ; and 1 
the other special charges are also eliminated, the comparison stands— 


Ordnance | Pa ‘7 
rmy : : Total. 
Army. Factories. 
3 t | t 
Normal Estimates, 1904-05 ... ee in 28,380,000 70,000 | 28,450,000 
| + 
a =e 1905-06 ... ies | 27,980,000 | 100 | 27,980,100 
8 | | eth 
| | ; 
Reduction dt ae n 400,900 69,900 $59,900 
| ' 
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APPENDIX I. 


STRENGTH OF THE ARMY. 


The reduction of 5,700 men shown under Vote A does not represent the real change 
to be made in establishments, owing to the inclusion, on the one hand, of 10,000 extra 
men for Somaliland in 1904-05, and, on the other, of 11,500 extra men in 1905-06, 
to cover men in excess of establishment at the beginning of the year. The real re- 
duction of establishments is thus 7,200 men, as explained at page 4 of the Estimates. 


The Infantry battalions at home stand in the establishment at 750 rank and file, 
but for reasons which are stated further on, the Army Council consider it is permis- 
sible to make a considerable reduction in their strength below that figure. It is, 
however, never possible to make large reductions suddenly, and the process must, 
therefore, be distributed throughout the whole of the year. The Garrison battalions, 
recruiting for which has for some time been stopped, will also be allowed to waste 
gradually. The reduction in the strength of the Army at the end of the year, in- 
cluding the absorption of a large number of men expected to be supernumerary to the 
present establishment on 3lst March, 1905, will represent a diminution of about 
17,000 men, or the equivalent of twenty battalions of Infantry. This large reduc- 
tion of the personnel of the Army is justified in view of the peculiar circumstances of 
the year. Owing to the fact that the first of the three years’ men have begun to pass 
into the Reserve, and that the ordinary contingent of seven years’ men is also passing 
into the Reserve, there will be a very large increase in the Reserve during the coming 
year. 

The Army Council, moreover, have decided that it is not desirable to retain in the 
ranks three years’ men who are not likely to extend, and permission has been given to 
men with more than two years’ service to pass into the Reserve. Already no Jess than 
2,017 men serving under these conditions have availed themselves of this permission. 


It will be observed, therefore, that while the number of men with the Colours 
will be diminished, the number in the Reserve will have correspondingly increased. 
The effect of the combined operation will be to reduce the strength of the Infantry 
battalions at the end of the year to 700. But the composition of these battalions 
will be much more satisfactory than that of the same battalions at the present time, 
as they will be, to a large extent, composed of men serving for nine years instead of 
men serving for three years, and, for the most part, unavailable for the purpose of 
drafting. The importance of this change will be realised by an examination of the 
figures which appear on page 14. 


RE-ARRANGEMENT OF VOTES. 


In accordance with the recommendation of Lord Esher’s Committee and with the 
approval of the Committee of Public Accounts, 1904, the Votes for 1905-06 (other 
than those for Personnel and Miscellaneous Services) have been re-arranged so as 
to correspond with the administrative spheres of the several Members of the Army 
Council. The same principle has been carried a step further by forming the province 
of each Director into a separate Vote or section of a Vote. Certain other changes 
have also been found necessary. 


Full information on these changes is given in a separate note printed at page iii. 
of the Estimates, and in the shape of footnotes to the several Votes. 


An unavoidable effect of this re-arrangement is to disturb the continuity of the 
several Votes and subheads with those of earlier years. In order to facilitate com- 
parison, the Abstract of Army Estimates has been printed in two forms; one, on 
page 9, comparing the several Votes for 1905-06 with those for 1904-05, re-arranged 
on the new plan, and the other, on page 9a, comparing the Votes for 1905-06, re- 
arranged on the old plan, with those for 1904-05 as voted in that year. 


The asta Shave also been arranged so as to show separately the provision mad¢ 
under Votes 8 and 9 for Re-armament of Horse and Field Artillery, respectively, 
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APPENDIX 1. 
COLONIAL GARRISONS. ‘ 


The conclusions of the Committee of Imperial Defence and the revision of the 
requirements of the Admiralty for naval bases and coaling stations have made it 
possible to reduce certain Colonial garrisons. It has also been found possible to re- 
duce the British force in Egypt. These measures give a welcome relief to the strain 
involved in keeping so large a portion of the Army abroad, and will have an important 
effect in reducing its cost. But owing to the fact that the strength of the Army as 
a whole can only be reduced gradually, and that the bringing away of troops and stores 
from stations abroad involves a considerable expenditure on transport, the full relief 
will not be felt in 1905-06. 


The Dominion Government has offered to assume at an early date the entire re- 
sponsibility for the garrisoning of Halifax (Nova Scotia) and Esquimalt, providing 
Canadian troops for the purpose and, until those troops are ready, paying the cost 
of the Imperial troops retained at those stations. The arrangements for this are not 
yet complete, but I have no doubt that a satisfactory conclusion will very soon be 
reached. 


At the request of the British Representative in Egypt, the Government of Egypt 
has agreed to increase its contribution towards the cost of the British force in that 
country from 87,000/. to 100,000/7, annually. 


THE MILITIA. 


The Militia Vote is taken at the same figure as for last year. 


The condition of the Force remains unsatisfactory. The total strength, as com- 
pared with previous years, is as follows :— 


Ist January, 1905... me af ate a -- 90,915 
Ist January, 1904... as ae re a .. 88,282 


There is a great variety in the numbers and quality of the units. The condition 
of some units, both of Infantry and Artillery, is very grave. In some cases it will 
be necessary to reduce such units. In others, the amalgamation of two or more 
units appears to be the only possible course. 


A considerable portion of the Militia Artillery is redundant for defence purposes. 


It is not possible to effect immediate or rapid reductions in this or any other branch 
of the Army, in view of the fact that all existing engagements must be respected. 
But it is hoped that during the coming year progress will be made in the direction 
of effecting some of the reductions which have been referred to. 


The physical standard required of Militia recruits has been recently raised in 
order to check the enlistment of boys who are never likely to become effective soldiers. 


A Bill enabling Militiamen to be enlisted for service abroad in time of war or 
national emergency has been introduced. 


It is obvious that if the Militia is to be used for service abroad, it must undergo 
a longer period of training than at present, and must be provided with a larger num- 
ber of trained Officers than it at present possesses. 


When the reductions referred to above have taken place, it will be possible to give 
effect to the principal recommendations of the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission, and 
to increase the length of active seryice, both on enlistment and at annual training. 
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IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 





One regiment of Yeomanry, which has never been raised and is not now required, 
has been omitted from the establishment. Nearly all the existing regiments are 
either up to or nearly up to their establishment, and the net deficiency on the whole 
Force is only 827 all ranks. The strength of the Force on Ist January, 1905, was 
25,217, as against 25,536 on Ist January, 1904. These numbers are highly satis- 
factory, in view of the fact that five years ago the strength was only 10,114 on an 
establishment of 11,891. It has been found possible to make some reduction inthe 
total of the Vote, now that the raising of additional men has practically ceased. 


VOLUNTEERS. 
The Volunteer Vote is taken at the same figure as for last year, 


The strength of the Volunteer Force has been well maintained. The numbers 
on the Ist January, 1905, were 245,359, as compared with 241,280 on Ist January, 
1904. 


It was feared that the camp regulations might interfere with the number of men 
availing themselves of the privilege of going into camp. These fears, however, have 
not been realised. Last year no less than 175,000 men went into camp for one or 
for two weeks. 


The Volunteer Vote is, to a large extent, a vote in arrear, the Capitation Grants 
provided in the present Estimates being those earned in 1904-05, in which year the 
total number of Volunteers showed a slight increase. It is impossible, therefore, 
to introduce any large increase of grants to the present force without a great 
addition to the present or future Estimates. 


The Report of the recent Royal Commission, however, has shown that changes 
are necessary in order to secure the higher standard of efficiency which is desired, 
and especially to relieve Officers of the expense which at present falls upon them. 
These changes must accordingly be made, but they can only be effected as money 
becomes available. 


The Force is, at present, largely in excess of mobilisation requirements, and the 
present regulations encourage Commanding Officers to take men for financial reasons, 
rather than with a view to efficiency. It is, therefore, proposed to reduce the surplus 
numbers gradually, and to apply the money thus saved to carrying out the necessary 
changes. The establishment will, accordingly, be reduced during the year to 230,000, 
a reduction of approximately 5 per cent. on the present strength. 


It is not, however, proposed to limit the reduction of the Force to 15,359, the 
difference between the existing strength and the proposed establishment. On the 
contrary, it is desirable that the strength should be reduced to 200,000, at which 
figure the Force will still be in excess of the requirements of the General Staff. 


This reduction of establishment will be effected partly by maintaining and, if 
necessary, raising the new physical standard for recruits recently laid down ; partly 
by the abolition of outlying and inefficient companies ; and partly by the amalga- 
mation of two or more weak units to form one strong battalion. Until these changes 
have been worked out in detail, the establishments for individual corps shown in 
the Estimates must be considered provisional. 


It is proposed to grant capitation allowances at an increased cost of about 15,0001. 
to enable corps to take their men to suitable grounds for field training. These will 
be payable in arrear, out of the savings to be effected in the Vote for 1906-07. An 
additional allowance of ammunition for heavy gun practice, to the value of 5,000/., 
will also be issued. 
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APPENDIX 1, 


In addition, it is calculated that a reduction of the Force to 200,000 would allow 
of the following changes :— 


1, The rate of allowance in respect of all Volunteer Officers serving in camp 
for fourteen days to be raised to 14s. per diem. 


2. An allowance at the rate of 5/. for a fortnight in camp, and half that 
amount for a week in camp, to be given to mounted Officers. 


3. The camp allowance to men attending camp for fourteen days to be re- 
duced to 4s. per diem, and the numbers of men allowed to attend to be increased 
from 20,000 to 60,000. The present camp allowance of I. and Capitation Grant 
of 35s. in respect of those Volunteers who go into camp for one week, to be main- 
tained; the Capitation Grants to Volunteers who do not go into camp to be 
reduced from 35s. to 20s. 


4. Classes for the instruction of non-commissoned officers to be established. 


5. Some additions to be made to Volunteer transport. 
6. A Divisional Staff to be provided for one Division. 


It must be clearly understood that these changes are contingent upon the reduc- 
tion of numbers and, with the exception of field training and gun ammunition, cannot 
be carried out this year. 


RE-ARMAMENT: HORSE AND FIELD ARTILLERY. 


On the 30th June, 1904, I stated in the House that it was proposed to complete 
for India in the present year 21 batteries of the new guns; that 54 batteries would 
be completed for the British Army ia the next finincial year, 1905-06; and that 
75 batteries for the British Army would then remain to be completed in the financial 
year ending 3lst March, 1907, 


This programme has been proceeded with during the past year, and subject to 
any unforeseen contingency which may arise, the 126 guns and carriages and 387 
wagons, which constitute the equipment of 21 batteries, will be completed at the 
end of the financial year, and will be despatched to India soon afterwards. 


In July, 1995, an additional 15 batteries, or 90 guns with w gons anl ammuatl 
tion, will b: ready. 


By the 31st March, 907, 161 batteries, or 956 guas with wagons, ammunition, 
and spare parts will be completed, leaving 14 batteries, or 84 guns, required for the 
reserve, to be supplied in the following year. 


This is independent of 8 batteries, or 48 guns, which will be manufactured in 
India. 


WORKS AND BUILDINGS. 


The Works Vote shows an increase of 352,390!., due to the increase of 370,147/. 
in the charge for annuities created under the Barracks and Military Works Acts. 
The increase under this head ta 1995-95 is co ae 
as paymeat for five quarters’ diveieads ou 

xpentiture (Money) A M4 
Vote would have sho 


In accordance with the recomm»ndations of an earlier Committee, confirmed 
by Lord Esher’s Committee 01 War Offic: Reconstitution, an expert civilian branch 
his been created under a Director of Barrack Construction, in the department of 


5) 








APPENDIX T 


the Civil Member, for the special duty of the construction of barracks and similar 
buildings, particularly at hom2 stations. The Vote has accordingly been divided 
into two sections, the charges and credits relating to the new branch being shown 
separately from those relating to services under the Master-General of the Ordnance. 


A large proportion of the proposed expenditure on barracks is devoted to hospital 
and sanitary services, and to improvements tending to the greater comfort of the 
soldier generally. 

ORDNANCE FAC TORIES VOTE. 


For six years past, beginning with the Supplementary Estimate in 1899-1900, 
the House has been asked to vote substantive votes for the Ordnance Factories. To 
a great extent this was necessary so as to bring the buildings and plant of the fac- 
tories up to date, in accordance with the recommendations of the Mowatt Committee. 
It was also desired to place them in a position to cope in future with the strain of a 
great war. 


The system of substantive votes is not, however, one which is received with favour 
by the House, and I am glad to have been able to dispense altogether with such a 
vote for the year 1905-06. 


The Ordnance Factories Vote is accordingly reduced to its normal token amount 
of LOOL. 
REORGANISATION. 


The circumstances of the year with regard to the War Office and the Army have 
been special, and it therefore seems desirable to give a somewhat detailed account 
of the changes which have actually taken place, of those which it has not yet been 
possible to carry into effect, and of new proposals which will be made with the object 
of giving effect to the promises given to Parliament. 

Two important branches of work have engaged the attention of the Army Council :— 


(1.) The recommendations of the Esher Committee, which were adopted 
by the Government, and which necessitated the reorganisation of the War Oftice 
itself and of the various Commands in the United Kingdom. 


(b.) The condition of the Army and the policy adopted by the Government, 
on the recommendation of the Committee of Imperial Defence, necessitated 
the reorganisation of the Army. 


The first task was commenced as soon as the Report of the Esher Committee 
had been adopted. No progress could be made with the second until the proposals 
made by me on behalf of the Government had been explained in both Houses of Par- 
liament ; in other words, until the commencement of the month of August. The 
time, therefore, available for this important work has been limited to a period of 
seven months. 


THE REORGANISATION OF THE WAR OFFICE. bad 


Lorp EsHER’s CoMMITTEE. 


The first step taken in this direction was the appointment by the Prime Minister, 
on the 18th November, 1903, of Lord Esher’s Committee. The first Part of the Re- 
port of the Committee was completed and presented on the 11th January. 


It recommended (1) the establishment of the Committee of Imperial Defence ; 
(2) the abolition of the office of Commander-in-Chief, and the creation of the Army | 
Council ; (3) the appointment of an Inspector-General of the Forces. 


The two latter recommendations fell within the sphere of my office, and upon 
the adoption of this part of the Report of the Committee by the Cabinet, I took im- 
mediate steps to carry them into effect. 
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APPENDIX. 1, 
ForMATION OF THE ARMY COUNCIL. 


No time was lost in appointing the members of the Army Council, but two of 
them being absent from the country some time necessarily elapsed before a full meet- 
ing of the Council could be held. Such a meeting was, however, actually held upon 
the 14th March, 1904. 


THe INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF THE FOoRcEs. 


The appointment of an Inspector-General of the Forces, and the allocation of 
his functions was at once proceeded with, and His Royal Highness the Duke of Con- 
naught, who was appointed to this very responsible position, entered upon his duties 
on the 7th May, 1904. 

APPOINTMENT OF “ DIRECTORS.” 


Concurrently with the appointment of the members of the Army Council the 
waole of the Directors considered necessary by the Esher Committee were selected, 
their duties and salaries fixed, and Treasury approval obtained when necessary. 


Finance DEPARTMENT. 


It was also necessary, in order to conform to the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee, to remodel the Finance Department of the Army, both inside and outside 
the War Office. As explained in detail (page 10) this has been done. 


CounciL PROcEDURE. 


It will be obvious that the institution of a wholly new form of administration 
involved very close attention, as it was necessary to create a procedure which, while 
adapted to the peculiar needs of the Army, should, in its general features resemble 
that of the Board of Admiralty, on the model of which the Army Council was founded. 
The creation of a new procedure, and the acquiescence of all concerned in its adop- 
tion, may now be regarded as satisfactorily accomplished ; and though much still 
remains to be done, and though the rules which have been laid down require to be 
tested by practice, I believe that the Council is now working on a sound basis, and 
on principles which are likely to be accepted by those who succeed the present 
members, 


SUMMARY. 


Some measure of the work which had to be performed is furnished by the follow- 
ing particulars of the appointments which have had to be made :— 


1. The Secretary of State was appointed, and the functions attaching to 
his office were varied by the terms of the Letters Patent passed under the Great 
Seal on the 6th February, 1904. 


2. Two Civilian Members, the Under Secretary of State for War and the 
Parliamentary Secretary, were appointed Civil Member of the Council and 
Financial Member of the Council, respectively, and their administrative fun 
tions defined. 


3. Four Military Members of the Council were appointed—the Chief vf 
the General Staff, the Adjutant-General to the Forces, the Quartermaster- 
General to the Forces, and the Master-General of the Ordnince—having as- 
signed to them the functions laid down in the Report of the Esher Committee. 


4. The Permanent Under Secretary was appointed Secretary of the War 
Office and Secretary to the Army Council. 
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5. The” Inspector-General of the Forces was appointed, his Staff deter- 
mined, and his functions defined by Order in Council. 

6. Five Inspectors for Cavalry, Horse and Field Artillery, Garrison Artil- 
lery, Royal Engineers, and Equipment and Stores respectively, were appointed 
to act under the Inspector-General. 

7. A Director of Army Finance was appointed with two Assistants, one 

for Finance and one for Accounts. 

8. A Director of Military Operations, a Director of Staff Duties, and a 
Director of Military Training, were appointed to assist the Chief of the General! 
Staff. 

9. A Director of Recruiting and Organisation, a Director of Personal Ser- 
vices, and a Director of Auxiliary Forces, were appointed to assist the Adjutant- 
General. 

10, Directors of Transports and Remounts, of Movements and Quarter- 
ings, of Supplies and Clothing, and of Equipment and Ordnance Stores, were 
appointed to assist the Quartermaster-General. 

11. The Master-General of the Ordnance received as his assistants a Director 
of Artillery and a Director of Fortifications and Works. 

12. A Director of Barrack Construction was also appointed to assist the 
Civil Member of the Army Council. 


CARRYING OUT OF THE Report oF THE ESHER COMMITTEE. 


The Army Council haying been appointed, its first duty was to make a careful 
examination of the Report of Lord Esher’s Committee, with a view to giving practical 
effect to such portions of it as had not already been acted upon. The task was one 
of considerable difficulty, and involved close attention. The whole report was gone 
through in the first instance by a Committee, and subsequently at several meetings 
of the Council itself. 

On the 6th January, 1905, a Special Army Order was issued dividing the United 
Kingdom into seven ‘ Commands,” detailing the functions of General Officers Com- 
manding in these areas, and determining the duties of the General Staff and the Ad- 
ministrative Staff in a Command. 

This Army Order—which carries into effect throughout the Army the system 
of decentralisation recommended by the Committee—represents the work of the 
Army Council and of the War Office Staff through many months of close applica- 
tion, and I believe that the changes have been carried into effect with a minimum oi 
friction and inconvenience. 

Tue GENERAL Stare. 

The General Staff has been created in accordance with the recommendations 
of the War Office Reconstitution Committee. 

Its duties have been defined in the following terms :— 

1. The Military Defence of the Empire. 
2. Collection of Military Intelligence. 


3, Supervision of the training of the Military Forces, and their use in War. 
4. War Organisation, 

5. Education of Officers, 

6. Selection and Admisistration of the General Staff. 

7. Telegraphs and Signalling. 
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To ensure that these duties are systematically carried out, they have been ap- 
portioned to three Directorates under the supervision of the Chief of the General 
Staff— 


1. The Directorate of Military Operations. 
2. The Directorate of Staff Duties. 
3. The Directorate of Military Training. 

The first of these is practically the old Intelligence Department with the im- 
portant difference that mobilisation, which formed part of the work for which the 
old department was responsible, has now been assigned partly to the Adjutant-General’s 
Branch and partly to that of the Chief of the General Staff. 

During the past year the establishment of this Directorate has been increased 
by fifteen Officers, thus enabling it to materially increase its radius of action. 


The area covered by the work of the Directorate is extensive, and among its most 
important functions are :— 
(a.) The preparation of schemes of defence and offence. 
(b.) The collection and distribution of information of military interest. 
(c.) The strategical distribution of the land forces, 
(d.) The preparation of maps and collection of topographical material. 

The Directorate of Staff Duties is a new department, to which have been en- 
trusted many ubjects which were formerly dealt with by the Director of Military 
Klucation or the Military Secretary. The chief duties for which this department 
is responsible comprise— 

(a.) Organisation of and appointments to the General Staff. 

(b.) The supervision of the Staff College and Cadet Colleges. 

(c.) Details of examinations for promotion. 

(d.) The preparation and publication of works bearing on military operations. 


A further section has still to be established under this Directorate to deal with 


military history. 


Tae Directorate of Military Training supervises, to a considerable extent, werk 
which previously came under the hand of the Adjutant-General; but beyond this 
itis both --ope and area of action largely a new organisation. 

Its various branches deal with the following matters :— 

1. War organisation and establishment. 
2. Plans for concentration and Home Defence. 
3. Manoeuvres. 


4, Training of all arms. 


or 


. Supervision of schools of instruction for war training. 


I consider it, however, of great importance that the permanent appointments 
to the Staff should not be made with undue haste. If the General Staff is to fulfil 
the expectations which I entertain of it, its members must be carefully selected, and 
much harm will be done if the posts are irrevocably filled up until experience has been 
obtained with respect to the working of the system, and the qualifications required 
irom the Officers selected, 
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THE FINANCE DEPARTMENT. 


The main results of the recommendations of the War Office Reconstitution Com- 
mittee, so far as they affected the personnel of the Financial side of the War Office, 
were the abolition of the posts of Accountant-General, of Deputy Accountant-General, 
and of four Assistant Accountants-General. The posts of Director and Assistant 
Director of Contracts also were abolished. On the other hand, the posts of Director 
of Finance with two Assistants, one for Finance and one for Accounts, were created. 


In regard to work, the recommendations entailed great and far-reaching changes. 


The administration of contracts for the provision of Supplies and Stores has had 
to be transferred from the Civil to the Military Members of Council, a clearly defined 
amount of review and control being retained by the Financial Member. 


For the financial service of the Army in the field, as well as in peace, an entirely 
new department has had to be created by the amalgamation of the existing Military 
Pay Department with some of the Civil Headquarter Finance branches. 


A system of decentralised accounting has had to be created, carrying with it the 
redistribution and decentralisation of work and staff to military districts throughout 
the Empire. 


Most of the Army Votes have had to be entirely remodelled in a form acceptable 
alike to the Treasury and to Parliament. 


In all these changes the financial supremacy of Parliament has had to be retained 
intact whilst the freedom from financial restraint of Military Members and Com- 
manders-in-Chief has had to be largely increased. 


Regulations acceptable alike to the Army and to the Treasury have had to be 
drafted and introduced. 


A standing Army Finance Committee to watch expenditure has had to be con- 
stituted, and a detailed and entirely new re-arrangement of staff and work both for 
finance and for accounting has had to be carried into effect. 


The Order in Council investing the Director of Army Finance with authority 
to act was not promulgated till August, 1904, and the last of the changes above 
alluded to received Treasury sanction before the end of that year. In other words, 
the whole of the reforms required have been effected in six months, without extraneous 
aid of any sort, without friction and without any interruption of current work, and 
this at a time when the Army system was being entirely recast. 


New Army Accounts BRANCH. 


The experience of the South African War has shown the necessity of having skilled 
financial officials and accountants in touch with the military authorities ordering 
expenditure, even apart from the desirability, now well recognised, of decentralising 
detailed work from the War Office and focussing it in districts under the respon- 
sible local authorities. The Army Accounts Branch has been formed, by amalgama- 
tion of the existing members of the Army Pay Department with members of the 
Civil Staff of the War Office, in order to meet these requirements. The reorganisa- 
tion will ultimately result in a saving of at least 40,090/. per annum in pay and pensions. 


Under this scheme each General in charge of the administration of a home com- 
mind will have on his staff an officer designated the Chief Accountant, who will assist 
him with advice upon financial business, including the compilation of estimates and 
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the watching of expenditure ; who will control the payment of troops stationed with- 
in the command, and of pensioners and reservists localised there ; and who will also, 
as the representative of the statutory accounting officer, audit the accounts both of 
money and of stores rendered in the command. A similar organisation, with such 
modifications as circumstances require, will be provided at stations abroad, and will 
form part of the arrangements fora field army or military expedition. Asa result, 
the expenditure of public money will be subjected to a “live” control, accounts 
will be kept in order and expeditiously examined, doubtful cases will be investigated 
promptly and on the spot, and the occurrence of disputes and difficulties long after 
the close of active service will be obviated or minimised. 


As part of this system the accounts of soldiers will be compiled by the Accounts 
Branch, thus relieving company officers of much work foreign to their proper mili- 
tury duties, under a system which has passed a full trial with general approbation. 
Tae extra staff required for this work will be found by improvements of organisa- 
tion which enable a large amount of reduplicated examination of accounts to be dis- 
continued. Hitherto accounts for pay, etc., have been examined in the first in- 
stance by Paymasters, and afterwards re-examined in a proportion of cases by the 
War Office. This re-examination was necessary, because the Paymaster was him- 
self an officer holding and disbursing the cash concerned; and various att>mpts 
to reduce the cost of the re-examination did not lead to a diminution of staif, or of 
its cost, commensurate to the amount of the check which was foregone. In par- 
ticular the supervising staff for a test examination remained almost as costly as for 
a full examination. ; 


Under the new plan the Accountants for districts or groups of troops at home 
will be relieved of the charge of cash, which will be held by a separate cashier at the 
headquarters of each district, and will examine finally the accounts rendered to 
them, subject to inspection from the office of the Chief Accountants. This arrange- 
ment appears to solve the difficulty as to simplification of audit work which has 
engaged attention for many years. 


Among the incidental advantages of the new system it may be mentioned that 
ai opportunity will be given for utilising the services of those members of the Army 
Pay Department who may show ability above the average upon financial work of 
a superior class to the somewhat routine duties which they have hitherto performed ; 
and that civilians merged in, or entering the new department, will have the oppor- 
tunity of adding to their training in general financial principles, experience at mrst- 
hand in the details of military financial work and procedure. As the present Army 
Pay Corps, composed of serving soldiers, dies out, facilities will occur for the em- 
ployment of ex-soldiers as well as civilians upon the work of the new branch, for 
some of which—such as the compilation and examination of pay lists—their ex- 
perience while serving as soldiers qualifies them. 


The most important features of the new shemce are that— 

(a.) It supplies the Generals administering the expenditure of commands 
with trained financial advisers, co-ordinating the finance of the commands and 
enabling expenditure to be watched. 

(b.) It enables financial criticism to be applied with knowledge of local 
circumstances. 

(c.) It avoids a large amount of detailed correspondence with the War Office. 

(d.) It enables accounts to be examined and passed promptly. 

(e.) It provides an organisation applicable to war, and suificiently versed 
in higher financial principles to deal with new financial conditions arising during 
war. It is probable that such an organisation during the South African War 
would have saved the public some millions of money. 
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APPENDIX. 1. 
THE REORGANISATION OF THE ARMY. 


GENERAL PRINCIPLEs. 


While the reorganisation of the War Office has closely occupied the attention 
of the Army Council, the even more important question of the reorganisation of the 
Army has not been neglected. 


In the course of debate last year, I stated the reasons which led me to believe 
that such reorganisation was absolutely essential. Everything that I learnt during 
the past year has confirmed my belief in the correctness of the view I then expressed. 


There were many general reasons for making a change, among which the most 
important was the new policy announced by the Prime Minister, and which depended 
upon the acceptance of the proposition that provided the Navy is efficient, a success- 
ful invasion of this country upon a large scale need not be contemplated. The develop- 
ment of this doctrine necessarily led to a number of subsidiary conclusions, all of which 
were embodied in the proposals which I have from time to time submitted to the 
House. 

Tue Urcency oF THE Case. 


Apart, however, from the general principles which dictated the change, the actual 
condition of the Infantry battalions made some action absolutely imperative. I 
have explained the nature of the difficulty in some detail on page 4, but I desire to 
impress upon the House the fact that the need for instant and effective measures 
calculated to restore the efficiency of the Infantry has necessarily and rightly domin- 
ated all other considerations during the past few months. 


On the 14th July, 1904, I explained to the House the nature of the proposals 
for the reorganisation of the Army, which had received the sanction of the Government. 


The proposals were discussed in the House of Lords on the 29th July, and it was 
not, therefore, until August that any action became possible. 


Since that date much has been accomplished. Recruiting for the Garrison Regi- 
ment has been stopped, and arrangements have been made for hastening the reduc- 
tion of these battalions by facilitating the discharge of a large number of men prior 
to the completion of their engagements. 


It must be remembered, however, that all the men in the Garrison Regiment 
are serving on engagements which cannot be cancelled, save by consent. It is be- 
lieved that satisfactory arrangements have been made in South Africa, whereby 
many of the men at present serving in the Garrison battalions will be enabled and 
encouraged to remain in the country on discharge. 


SHORT-SERVICE ENLISTMENT STOPPED. 


On the 20th October, 1904, short-service enlistment for the Infantry was stopped, 
and enlistment for 9 years’ Colour service was substituted. 


The 3-years’ enlistment was a measure adopted during the war, and it undoubtedly 
proved of service in enabling the War Office to obtain in a very short time a large 
accession of recruits and to strengthen the Reserve rapidly ; but the system is not one 
suited to ordinary circumstances. It is an essential part of the system that 75 per cent. 
of the men enlisting for 3 years should extend their Colour service. Unless the average 
extensions reaches this figure, the power of the battalions at home to find foreiga 
drafts is, pro tanto, diminished. As a matter of fact, the anticipations originally formed 
have not been verified, and the extensions have fallen far short of the necessary figure. 

This failure to extend has produced a very serious state of affairs in the Infantry 
regiments. During the trooping season it was necessary to send to India and the 
Colonies thousands of men who had only ten months to serve. If no change had been 
made, the condition of affairs would have been much worse during the coming year. 
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The following Tables (A and B) show the effect of the failure of the men to extend 
in some of the battalions at Home and in the Colonies. Table C shows the condition 
of 12 battalions of Infantry at home in January, 1905 :— 

on TABLE A. 
he Table showing the conditions of battalions at Home due to the failure of men to 
| extend. 
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ng | | : | a 
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Table showing the number of men required for drafts, and the number available for 
drafts, respectively, in the cases of 12 Infantry battalions at home in January, 1905. 
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In view of these facts, and of the certainty that unless some change were made in 
the system of enlistment, the evil would reach proportions which would render the 
finding of drafts absolutely impossible, it became necessary to take immediate action. 
The Army Council therefore decided to close short-service recruiting for the Infantry 
of the Line, and to substitute, as a temporary measure, only enlistment for 9 years 
with the Colours and 3 years in the Reserve, under the existing conditions of pay. 


The step was a bold one, and much doubt was expressed as to whether the necessary 
recruits would be obtained. I, however, entertained no doubt on this point, and 
fortunately my expectations have been fully justified. Between Ist November, 1904, 
and Ist March, 1905, no less than 9,720 recruits were enlisted for the Infantry on a 
9 years’ engagement. I have every reason to hope that by the end of the next financial 
year at least 30,000 additional long-service men will be found in the ranks of the In- 
fantry battalions at home, and the drafting difficulty which, at one time, seemed 
likely to prove fatal to the Army, will have been nearly, though not altogether, removed. 


THE PosrPONEMENT OF TWO YEARS’ ENLISTMENTS. 


As the House is aware, it has been the intention of the Army Council to open short 
service enlistment for 2 years, concurrently with the long-service enlistment. As the 
vear went on, however, and extensions did not increase, it became evident that until 
the balance of the Army was approximately restored, and a due proportion of long- 
service men enlisted, it would be absolutely impossible, with any regard to the safety 
of the country, to open the short-service recruiting. For this reason it has been de- 
cided by the Army Council to postpone the creation of short-service battalions. It is 
obvious that such battalions cannot be created, as long as no short-service recruits are 
enlisted, and for the reasons given above it is not, and will not for some time be safe, 
to enlist any but long-service men. 


It should be clearly understood, however, that while short-service recruiting is thus 
postponed, it must inevitably be resorted to as soon as long-service recruiting fails to 
give us a proper number of men, and as soon as the Army Reserve shows signs of 
depletion. 


I need hardly say that I greatly regret it has been found necessary to consent to 
the postponement of short-service enlistment, but under existing circumstances no 
other course was open. 


Meanwhile, until short-service enlistment is again adopted, those parts of the pre- 
posal which I submitted to the House last year, and which are dependent upon tle 
creation of short-service battalions, must necessarily be in abeyance. Among them 
are— 


(a.) The addition of Reserve Officers for short-service battalions. 
(b.) The creation of 19 additional territorial units. 

(c.) The territorialising of the short-service battalions. 

(d.) The creation of a Striking Force.* 


After describing in this digression what the Army Council have, by force of circum- 
stances, been compelled to leave undone, I return to what they have been able to 
accomplish. 





* Until the Infantry at home have a sufficient number of long-service men it is useless to 
organise a Striking Force. To keep battalions up to a strength of 900 men for the purpose of 
taking part in a foreign expeditien is useless and extravagant, so long as 800 out of the 90U are 
boys, unfitted by age or Jength of service for fighting at all. Inthe cavalry, which are now prac- 
tically enlisted for long-service, a small Striking Force has already been formed, 
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THe CAVALRY. 


The question of the Cavalry has been very carefully gone into, and a scheme, which, 
I believe, is calculated to effect a very great improvement in the efficiency of that arm, 
has been drawn up. This scheme provides for the enlistment of all Cavalrymen at the 
age of 19 and 194, and for an 8 years’ Colour service. It will do away with the necessity 
for linking of Cavalry regiments for purposes of drafting, which has proved so great a 
disadvantage in the past, and will avoid the necessity for transferring men from one 
regiment to another, a most undesirable and unpopular practice. A small sum will be 
required to give effect to this valuable reform, and the amount is included in the 
Estimates. 

The following are the main features of the scheme. 

1. A uniform establishment of three strong squadrons with a total strength of 
565 of all ranks will constitute the normal strength of all Cavalry regiments serving 
at home. 

2. Two depots, one for Dragoons and Lancers, the other for Hussars, will take 
the place of the present 4th or Reserve squadrons of regiments. 

3. All recruits will be trained at these depots, their term of service there before 
transfer to their regiments being 3 months for those serving in regiments at Home, 
and 6 months for those going to India. 

4. The minimum of age on enlistment will be 19 years. 

Term of service—8 years with the Colours, 4 years with the Reserve. 

5. On mobilisation all Reservists will join at their depot, be equipped there, and 

sent to join their regiments. 


Further recommendations deal with the formation of a Regimental Reserve of 
Officers, and with the provision of a Striking Force of three Cavalry regiments. 


THe GARRISON ARTILLERY. 


The enlistment for the Garrison Artillery has followed that of the Infantry, and 
% years’ Colour service has been substituted for 5 years. This is absolutely essential 
in a force such as theGarrison Artillery, of which the larger proportion is servingabroad. 
Under the old system, in order to supply drafts, it was necessary that 100 per cent. of 
the men should extend. 

THe Royat ENGINEERS. 

The question of the hoyal Engineers has been examined by a Committee, and re- 
commendations have been made which have been approved by the Army Council, and 
which will allow of the gradual reduction of the number of Officers in the Royal En- 
gineers on the British establishment by 107. It is hoped to transfer 45 of these Officers 
to increase the Indian establishment, in the course of the year. I am not, however, 
satisfied that this is the whole of the economy that can be effected in connection with 
the Royal Engineers. 

THE GUARDS. 


The condition of the Brigade of Guards has been such, during the last 12 months, 
as to cause anxiety, both in regard to the establishment of Officers and the numbers 
of the rank and file. 

The deficiency in the junior rank of Officers is a grave matter and one which has 
called for urgent remedy. 

A scheme has been formulated to meet the emergency, which it is hoped will bring 
immediate relief, and result eventually in an adequate supply of Officers with the 
necessary qualifications ; while at the same time no detriment will be caused to Officers 
of other branches of the Service who obtain Commissions under existing conditions. 


The improvement in the recruiting for the Guards has been so marked and so well 
maintained, since the inauguration of enlistment fer 9 years’ Colour service for the 
Infantry of the Line, that the Brigade is almost up to its proper strength. 
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CO-OPERATION WITH THE NAVY. 


JOINT MAN@UVRES. 


The principles laid down by the Committee of Defence have been enforced, and every 
effort has been made to render the co-operation between the Army and Navy closer 
than before. In pursuance of this object, joint Naval and Military Manceuvres were 
instituted for the first time. A force of all arms was transported by sea from South- 
ampton to the coast of Essex, under the convoy of a squadron of H.M. ships, and a 
landing on the coast was effected with the aid of the Navy. The operations proved 
very instructive, and the results have been embodied in a full report. In order that 
full advantage may be taken of the lessons afforded by the manevures, a joint Military 
and Naval Committee has been appointed to study the various problems which arose 
in connection with the landing and embarkation. 


INTERCHANGE OF OFFICERS. 


An interchange of Officers between the two Services has taken place. Selected 
Naval Officers have been permitted by the Admiralty to attend the lectures at the 
Staff College, while two Officers of the Army have in their turn attended the War 
Course at the Royal Naval College, Greenwich. It is believed that this interchange 
will be of value to both Services, and will lead to further developments in the same 
direction. 

SuBMARINE MINES. 


In November, 1903, a proposal was made to the Admiralty to th» effect that the 
War Office should hand over to the Navy the whole of the submarine mines and their 
appliances in the naval ports ; that similar transfers should take place in naval ports 
abroad, when a sufficient number of submarine boats was available to protect passages 
now closed by submarine mines, and that the submarine defences in the home ports 
other than naval ports, should be abandoned by the Army as soon as the Admiralty 
could supply an alternative defence. 


These suggestions have been discussed by the Committee of Imperial Defence, and 
the Admiralty has now agreed to adopt the course proposed. The transfer in the nava 
ports has already taken place, the submarine mines, launches, and plant generally 
having been handed over to the Navy. 

At the request of the Navy, however, the whole of the gun defences and electric 
search-lights are still retained by the Army. 


YXCHANGES BETWEEN WAR OFFICE AND ADMIRALTY. 


In exchange for the submarine mining launches and plant received from the Army, 
the Navy have undertaken to place a large number of guns and ammunition, rendered 
«vailable by the laying up of obsolete ships, at the disposal of the Army. A consider: | 
able number of these guns will be of value for purposes of defence and practice. 


H. 0. ARNOLD-FORSTER. 
10.35.03. 














Bry 
ser 
ere | 
th- 
d a 
ved 
hat 
ary 


Ose 


ted 
the 
War 
nge 


ime 


rmy, 
lered 


der: | 





DEALT 


Those marked thus * 


the last column 
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APPENDIX II. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
WITH IN VOLUME 


are Government Bills. 
page in this 





CXLIII. 


The figures in parentheses in 
volume. “lu.t.|” following title 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 





Title of Bill. 


*Congested Districts (Scot- 
land) [H.4. ] 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 1) 
*Married Women’s Property 


Act (4882) Amendment 
[H1.] 


Merchant Shipping Act 
(1894) Amendment [H.L. | 


Merchant Shipping (Aliens) 
(H.L.] 


*Military Maneeuvres [H.1. | 


*Naval Prize (HL. | 


Neweastle Chapter Amend- 
ment [H.1. 


Patent Designs and Trade 
Marks (Registration of 
Patent Agents) [H.L.] 


*Prevention of Corruption 


[H.1. | 


*Prize Courts [H.L. | 


Public Health Acts Amend- 
ment [H.L.] 


*Service of Militiamen [1.1 ] 





VOL. CXLIII. [Fourru 


(A.) House or Lorps. 


Brought in by Progress. 


Bill withdrawn March 
(398> 


Marqu ss of Linlith- 20th 


gow 

All stages 30th March (1693) 

Lord Chancellor Committee, Report 21st March 
(599) 

Read 3° and passed 30th Mareh 
(1692) 


Lord Muskerry Read 1¢ 23rd March (923) 


Lord Muskerry Read 1° 27th March (1142) 


Burl of Donoughinore Read 3° and passed 17th Mareh 


(327) 

Lovd Chaneellor Committee, Report 21st March 
(599) 

Read 3" and passed 30th March 
(1692) 


Lord Bishop of 
< Llhans 


Read 3” and passed 21st March 
(87) 


Lord Coleridge Read 1" 23rd March (923) 


Lord Chancellor | Committee, Report 21st March 
(587) 

Read 3" and passed 30th March 
(1691) 


| Committee, Report 21st March 
(599) 
| Read 3° and passed 30th March 
(1692) 


Lord Chancellor 


Lord Hylton Read 1° 30th March (1650) 


Evil of Donoughimore Read 2" 30th Mareh (1651) 


SERIES. | 
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Title of Bill. 


Street Betting [H.L. | 


*Whale Fisheries (Scotland) 


[H.L. | 


*Workmen’s Compensation 


[ H.L. | 


(B.) 


Title of Bill. 


Aged Pensioners 

Allotments (London) 
*Army (Annual) 

*Charitable Loan Societies 
(Lreland) 

Closing of Licensed Pre- 
mises (St. Patrick’s Day) 
(Ireland) 

Coal Mines (Employment) 

Compulsory Vaccination 


Congested Districts (NScot- 
land) 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 1) 


*Crown Lands 


Dogs’ (Protection) 


Education (Provision — of 
Meals) 
Klementary Education 


(Feeding of Children) 


(A.) House or LorbS—continued. 


Brought in by 





| Lord Davey 


Marque ss of b inlithyou 


Lord Belpes 


House or 


Brought in by 


Mr. Goulding 
J 
Mr. lit Nii 


Mr. Secreta Ya triold 


Forster 


Mr. Y Athornen - Gea ral 


for Ireland 


Mr. O Mave 


Mr. Jacohy 
Mr. Broadhurst 
The Lord Advocate 


Mr. Chaneellor of the 
Exchequer 


Mr. Victor Curendish 
Mr. Ellis Griffith 


Mr. Arth ur Th wilerson 


Mr. Huy 














Progress. 


Report 16th March (159) 
Read 3 and passed 27th March 
(1142) 


Read 2" 20th March (420) 

Committee, Report 24th March 
(1073) 

Read 3“ and passed 2&th March 
(1314) 


Read 1’ 17th March (321) 





ComMons. 


Read 1’ 16th March (216) 
Read 1° 16th March (479) 


Read 1’ 30th Mareh (1843) 


Read 1° 15th March (47) 


Read 1° 22nd March (807) 


Read 2° 17th March (336) 
fead 1° 17th March (394) 


Read 1’ 30th March (1741) 


Read 1° 23rd March (1065) 

Read 2° 27th March (1219) 
(1277) 

Committee, Report 28th Marcli 
(1391) 

Read 3° and passed 30th March 
(1742) 


Read 1° 23rd March (978) 
Read 1° 17th March (395) 


Read 1° 29th March (1543) 


Read 1° 27th March (1307) 











(B.) House or CommMons—continued., 


Title of Bill. 


*False Statements (Com- 
panies) 


Home Industries 


Housing of the Working 
Classes 


Infant Life Protection Act 
(1897) Amendment 


Isle of Thanet Licensing 


Leascholders (Purchase of 
Fee Simple) 


local Authorities (Taxation 
and Purchase of Land) 


Local Government Act 


(1888) Amendment 


*Marine Insurance 


Merchant Shipping (Scot- 
tish Trawlers) 


Nurses and Private Nursing 
Homes (Registration) 


Places of Worship (Enfran- 


chisement) 
Places of Worship (Sites) 
Public Libraries 
Publie Roads (Lreland) 
“Kehef of Distress (Ireland) 
“Sale of Butter 


Small Holdings 


Summary Jurisdiction 
(Children) 


Town Tenants (Ireland) 
Trade Marks 
Trust Investment 


Vaccination (No. 2) 


Brought in by 





Mr. Attorney-General 


Co'onel Denny 


Mr. Nannetti 


Mr. Spear 


Mr. Marks 


a Tr. Kea rley 


Dr. Mucnamara 


Mr. Spear 


Mr. Attorney-General 


The Lord Ady eat 


Mr. Hay 


Mr. Samuel Evans 


Mr. Herbert Lewis 
Mr. Tennant 

Mr, O Dowd 

Mr, Louy 

Mr, Fellowes 


Mr, Channing 


Sir Howard Vineent 


Mr. Patrick O' Brien 
Mr. Moulton 
Sir Albert Pollet 


Mr. Browlhurst 





Progress. 


Read 1° 28th March (1390) 


Read 1° 16th March (216) 


Read 1° 21st March (668) 


Read 1° 28th March (1390) 


Read 1’ 22nd March (807) 


Read 1° 20th March (478) 


Read 1° 27th March (1219) 


Read 1’ 28th March (1390) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
30th March (1843) 


Read 1° 30th March (1741) 


| Read 1° 20th March (583) 


| Read 1° 24th March (1139) 


| Read 1° 21st March (668) 


Read 1° 23rd March (978) 


| Read 1” 22nd March (807) 


Read 1° 28th March (1390) 
Read 1° 28th March (1391) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
24th March (1127) 


Read 1° 30th March (1741) 
Read 2° 24th March (1082) 
Read 2° 20th March (581) 


Read 1° 17th March (393) 


| Read 1’ 17th March (394) 
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APPENDIX IIT. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905. 


list or RuLes, Orders, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 


required hy Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


In Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





Date from which 


Ty 2 ), ay 
litle of } wper. the Period runs. 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Lreland), 1877, 29 March 
Copy of Order in Council, dated 22nd February, 1905, 
giving effect to Rules of Court [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 57, 
s. 69] 


Peried to lie upon 
the Table. 


100 sitting days 














